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BAREC EIR Scoping mtg. of OCT. 3, 2005

Below are traffic and other environmental related questions that need to be addressed to
better understand the extent of the impact of the intended use of the current open and now
vacant BAREC site of 17 acres: .

1. How can an EIR that only considers traffic and its impact be considered “complete and
adequate” and still meet state environmental standards ?

2. What is the projected impact on air quality as a consequence of the anticipated in
crease of vehicular traffic for the residents who live in the broader area surrounding
BAREC living in both Santa Clara and San Jose- an area not far from the enlarged San
Jose Mineta International Airport? Please provide details regarding the air quality

3. What is the projected impact of all intersections radiating from BAREC, based on the
high density housing and other development planned at the BAREC site, vis-a-vis the
previous City of San Jose A-D traffic service standards for intersections. Begin the
analysis at % mile radius increments up to a radius of 3 miles . Assess for peak commute
times during the day, the weekends, morning noon and late afternoon and for the peak
shopping months, in particular the months of November and December. Include traffic
impacts on Highway 280 for the above specified times of day and times of the year.

4. With several senior centers located along Winchester, how will their evacuanon be
handled and accommodated in the event of a disaster. Be specific.

5. What traffic mmgatlons are planned for the entire area surrounding BAREC to keep
traffic away from streets lined with single family homes adjoining BAREC? (example
resident only access §)

6. What is the projected impact of street side parkmg in surrounding neighborhoods as a
consequence of the planned high density housing? (resident permit parking?)

7. Has there been an in depth analysis of the adequacy of drainage for the BAREC area
upon the planned increase of dwellings. If such has been completed please share with the

public.

8. The taxpaying public is repeatedly asked to support increased taxes for the acquisition
and maintenance of the surrounding hillsides. With the densification and hlgh rise
construction, the view of those hillsides, by the residents of the valley floor, is lost. What
compensation is due current residents of the valley floor for this loss of unimpeded site
lines of the hillsides?

Sincerely,

Yolanda Reynolds 1650 Shasta Ave., San Jose, Ca.



SANTA CLARA GARDENS
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING MEETING

COMMENT CARD
October 3, 2005
NAME : KirK  VAetan
ADDRESS: ~Saf AN et pur
: Sen Tose, oa ndlisa
TELEPHONE: MoV SFSSF-9557
E-MAIL: kirk @ kvarfan . com
COMMENT:
~Treffan pgmer
— o lnhen
~ \ toni PN
= T, m\dﬂ. S 3\«34'\
— S Fox fnrhlc gk
SANTA CLARA GARDENS
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING MEETING
COMMENT CARD
. ' October 3, 2005
NAME : Marsuer;+e foe
ADDRESS: T SGEN. Henry Aue.

TELEPHONE: YpS S2599/0

E-MAIL: Wiflee & ciser.com
COMMENT:

- (' f?’\ﬁq L mnGarrs

= gollken

_— U E‘/\""“ *'{\’o«




SANTA CLARA GARDENS
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING MEETING
COMMENT CARD
October 3, 2005

NAME : Z/L}/J/U/u D RAN S

ADDRESS: |Z257.4: Apowes (7. ﬁt n Clpas . G5 | (7-39CF

TELEPHONE: | #c7 — a4 )- 5745

E-MAIL: Ciie M‘J}W (Foaet o B
COMMENT: / 1'-61//%/ Al JAR AL ATV L

(www .2 MJMTJJ'M \../Aw/ﬁ/;iw) w /)4&.&7_,(244“&__,

p il d) P o A amit od Ly A WWMQ/&Q{/
e ALIP - Mcv/wf Wzafzcm zfz{avZ/ e s vy,
Al Angns ardd foirin e

SANTA CLARA GARDENS
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING MEETING

COMMENT CARD — SFEAKEE.
October 3, 2005 '

NAME : NATHR N MATHELOSOK/

ADDRESS: _|/0.98" UARICHE TT' Ave

SAN_JOSE (A 95/72F

TELEPHONE:| 408 —2797- <95

E-MAIL: RN gthe LoSon @Seofd’/é\ywc/mﬁ C@ﬂ’l

COMMENT:
bAREC E/K =




SANTA CLARA GARDENS
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING MEETING

COMMENT CARD
October 3, 2005
NAME : | Tack e Mosge
ADDRESS: [ Y34 CpTheev&

ipw;fﬂ Einri ﬁ‘ﬂfa

TELEPHONE: _#07) 339907

E-MAIL: —f/? X1z /‘7 2o Re
COMMENT:

Spve @ﬁ’kﬂf/&- %4«« M,,w 2
Edvenre ovr Oyrippes Re - /?/he/ /?@P_chJ.—(ufe/ i )Z J

?A#v’z?o/ [ e e o ;o;n/é‘ oy VHI—LFV o
/—La./é’ﬂ‘fﬁ Do richr, /

W@ Aeep 077@/] Sp,q@& /s/ulaxfaxsafﬁegs ey

31&:9»7’//@ fsﬂeefr AIR -

SANTA CLARA GARDENS
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING MEETING
COMMENT CARD
October 3, 2005

NAME : STrve PER Coc I

ADDRESS: ;¢ o N, I3RY Ade

SAN STV E, (4 95T

TELEPHONE: |(Y 0& ) 'z,Lf,P// 2d2

E'MAIL: - . L1 o o A LTS LT e
COMMENT: = CURTEAN A7 NG7r7 ~ 7V 0E 77107z 57
NEZIRFE U2 ceosey) PRI i I - & Uarg s etuse

Bur MN/F/C' UNPEE  Sefrapai J1o10 [1pals Sy i/

- Jm/,m RINPD OEE Llai=virit)/ Sttt RE DR g1 ST —

6/ Pétse E ey [ /ETRECET Lain [772¢° UIN209 (v i

SAgnie VPUIE 77 Prodirenw Nexr oy o )irdr 23

FIRE (Rppan » Ann_ S 77 /71’3////(/ AT 252

A e Ve //:/ m!f a+ /‘ v




:JJ.\R ,J,VJ.&\ J&&»\ 7 :J::JF ﬂ.\wm_\v\bz.ﬁw 70\ Uh&@j - x..&ﬂ.\\)x

SOV 3T TR TS et ::\m:w\w vasu\\t ~ Zs0 o]

_ SHOSH S Q»»Mm‘\ [ - m@sﬁ_,\

a7 Ay A4 T@m s m&t,wﬁmq

SSRVIAY X o]

-ANJWWOD

VIR N WISH S naud o)y 7

£92/ - 519 (50A) "ANOHdI AL

LISL o> SN 2A Do g :SS3y¥aay

Haugg, ‘/\Em * JWVN

$00Z ‘¢ 18qojo0
ayvo INJWWOD
ONILITW ONIdOIS TVININNOYHIANT
SNIQHVD VIVTII VINVS




SANTA CLARA GARDENS
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING MEETING
COMMENT CARD
‘October 3, 2005

NAME : /—WN Geenerr

ADDRESS: | ST CrosTvics Dz . S5 CA G5/

TELEPHONE: |[40%) (i< - 72063

E-MAIL: Aeremstt & Hsmmaal . Com

COMMENT:

Al ke B Aopressed

Asrierics - 4 Stke, s /574—0-/

Hﬂcm - =il '/‘ES‘;L?M" Eex Hs

JAND OSE — :4//1@:&::.4 g;sﬁm ElRs Ly Hovsing , Ak oC padks

Nose - Halle o8 Pluas, s, Du«w( ‘ A“Gk eSSl has

Ciy € §>A4\,57>bo Dyvthsmes~ ~ 707 of pe 05T adlats
by Prejeet- (has 3 e k/c:rftcé:zk-
TeaF5e ~ AL Aualhe o Lo TS Ot sl Db &

Panici B¢ Q dHest Mol R oSS







. SANTA CLARA GARDENS
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING MEETING

COMMENT CARD

A A October 3, 2005
NAME : /*su‘,m [Zoc P
ADDRESS: |/ 49753 mﬁwfwﬁkca/

TELEPHONE: | $47 - 3 /‘ A

| E-MAIL:

COMMENT:

7 Ceep /ﬁ R/‘%(/ (Zdu{w%zu/




September 28, 2005
_ Dear Santa Clara City Council and Planning Commission,

What a lovely name, Santa Clara Gardens, you have given to the Bay Area
-Research and Extension Center.

You couldn’t have chosen a better vision for this 17 acres of agricultural land..
All the organizations that are ready to sponsor our much-needed programs to enrich the
lives of those citizens and their children are listed on the second page of this letter. Never
has there been such support for the continuation of the historic vision of all those over
the years who have used this land since the 1850s. Thank you!

My husband, Willys Peck, the historian for the city of Saratoga, was born here in
Saratoga and has lived here all of his life.His memories, articles and books are ﬁlled with
the beauty of the orchards and gardens that were his playfields.

I have written a book* about my Kindergarten teaching days when my
Kindergarten door opened into a garden. And how we spent every Monday in the
demonstration Biodynamic French Instensive 10-acre garden started with Alan
Chadwick, called the Saratoga Community Garden. We played and picked cherries in the
Novakovich orchard among the mustard grass in the land now saved called the Saratoga
Heritage Orchard.

Our whole year was wrapped around the beauty of the earth in every
season. I want this for every child when they visit Santa Clara Gardens for years to come.
I want you to know that we support your vision of a garden that preserves this land for
agriculture. .

SINCERELY,
BETTY PECK, ED.D.
- 14275 SARATOGA AVE.

- CA 95070

*Kindergarten Education: Freeing children’s creative potential Hawthorn Press

“Gardening is an active participation | : | -
In the mysteries of the universe. - , '
By gardening; our children learn
That they constitute with all growing things
- A single community of life.

“They leam to nurture and be nurtured

In a universe that is always precanous

But ultrmately benign.
- They learn profound reasons for the seasonal
~ Rituals of the greatest religious tradition.”

| Thomas Beny



September 15™ 2005

Dear One, |

My father’s 40 acres where he moved our family during the
Depression is now subdivided and filled with houses.

The land surrounding the Federated Church where I held my
Kindergarten Demonstration School sponsored by A.A. U.W. is
now covered with buildings.

I opened up Easterbrook Farm School a training school for
parents of young children. The school had to move to new quarters
and changed its name to Los Gatos Saratoga Observation Parent
Nursery School when we could no longer use the farm, The land
was sold by the Easterbrooks to a subdivider for houses.

The ten-acre Biodynamic French Intensive garden I started
with Alan Chadwick when Jerry Smith, then mayor of Saratoga,
said at a city council meeting after hearing our plea for a garden,
“Betty, go out and find the land if we don’t own it, we will rent it.”
We found a valley the Odd Fellows owned and the city rented it
for $1 a year. After 15 years when up to 6,000 children a year
came to be a part of the educational program, the land was taken
back and subdivided. | |

My own Kindergarten garden at Saratoga Oak Street School
was taken down after I retired and is now used for electrlcal
power stations.

NOW, THAT YOU ARE IN A POSITION TO, PLEASE
- CAST YOUR VOTE FOR KEEPING BARAC OPEN FOR
AGRICULTURE AND GARDENING PROGRAMS THAT

INCLUDE CHILDREN. ,
THANK YOU.

BETTY PECK, ED. D.



Autumn Equinox Forum

Saturday September 24, 2005
14275 Saratoga Ave, Saratoga, CA

The School Garden

With Jody Main

To honor the original intention of the word Kindergarten, “child’s garden,” the Forum devotes the
autumn session to the theme of gardening. We have had the privilege of visiting Kindergarten gardens
in various schools to hear how the teachers integrate the wisdom of the garden into their program.
Lucky the children whose classroom door opens into a garden! It is here in the garden they learn they
are one with the universe. The earth needs them as much as they need the earth. In the garden they
learn math, the language of the universe, and their senses are fed. In the garden with water, rock and
sand they can create the world. They experience the awe and wonder of life and leam to read the world
before they learn to read the word. The garden is the source of all wisdom and the basis of all art.

Jody Main, gardener and educator, co-founded the Woodside School Garden in 1996. She will
share the story of this garden through slides and practical suggestions including a day in the garden,

- seasons in the garden, organic plant care, soil preparation, planting seeds and seedlings, compost,

beneficial insects, harvest festivals, sharing with the community and much more. Jody has managed
the organic herb and edible flower garden for Jessie Cool’s Flea Street Café and the 2-acre children’s
education garden at Hidden Villa. She is a long-time manager of Rosalind Creasy’s Los Altos Organic
Test and Photo Garden and now offers garden consultations. She teaches organic gardening classes at
Common Ground in Palo Alto. Her books will be on sale as well as materials for sprouting.

Njeri McGillicuddy, originally from Kenya, has taught over 25 years in Europe, Canada, and now
in the Kindergarten at the Waldorf School of the Peninsula in Los Altos. She has worked with parents,
teachers and children of all ages. She is also a potter and artist. Njeri’s Kindergarten hums with the
activity of nimble fingers. Over the past years, Njeri has been a welcomed presenter introducing crafts
at the Kindergarten Forums and bringing her love of working with the hands. The importance of
handwork and creativity needs our consideration as teachers and parents.

9:00 Registration, Tea and Singing Games with Anna Rainville
9:30 Presentation by Jody Main

11:30 Autumn Pot Luck

12:30 Fali Garden Craft with Njeri McGillicuddy
2:00 Margaret More salutes the Fall Equinox

" Reservations required: Betty Peck (408) 867-3156 $40 donation

Please bring 30 copies of garden activity, poem or quote for the Kindergarten, Thank you.
www.Kindergarten-forum.com , '

-

y 7
uary 6, 2006 for the annual Storytelling Forum with Nan

) .

-
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PLEASE READ THIS ARTICLE FOR
HISTORICAL REASONS TO SAVE OUR
BAREC LAND PICTURED ABOVE.

888-BAREC-80
info@savebarec.org
www.savebarec.org
Stevens Creek and Winchester, Santa Clara




FEATURE

Uncovered Roots —Common Ground

By Sharon McCray

Osborne Hall, the Woman’s Relief Corps
Home, and the University of California’s
Bay Area Research and Extension Center

n the center of Silicon Valley, surrounded by upscale shopping

malls and quiet, single-family homes, sit 17.5 acres of Santa
Clara Valley history; a history which includes a facility for chil-
dren with mental and physical challenges, a home for Civil War
widows of Union soldiers, and, most recently, an agency respon-
sible for critical agricultural research guiding the farmers and
home gardeners of Santa Clara County, once famous for its
orchards and lush landscape.

This is the story—the last 120 years—of the land beneath the
University of California Cooperative Extension’s Bay Area
Research and Extension Center (BAREC). The BAREC site is
located at 90 North Winchester Boulevard (once known as Santa
Clara-Los Gatos Road and Santa Clara-Santa Cruz Road) near
Stevens Creek Boulevard .and is bordered also by Forest Avenue,
Dorcich Street, and Henry Avenue. The property, originally part of
a larger parcel, is currently within the limits of the City of Santa
Clara but has also been part of the City of San José.

BAREQC, the agricultural research facility operated by the Uni-
versity of California (UC) beginning in the 1920s—initially called
the Deciduous Fruit Field Station— performed critical agricultural
research that set standards for orchardists, farmers and gardeners
until the station’s closing in 2002.

UC’s mission was to research fruit, vegetable, and flower
crops—crops that play an important role in California’s multi-bil-
lion dollar agriculture industry of today. This research facility was
the only UC agricultural facility with a focus on the central coast
region of California. Although it was the smallest research facility
in the UC system, it was the most heavily used.

In 1991 the station’s name was changed to the Bay Area
Research and Extension Center better to describe the work it per-
formed for the post-World War II community it was now serving.
The “new orchardists” were the home gardeners locating in this fer-
tile valley by the tens of thousands annually since the 1940s.

About the Author -~ - -
A native of Oakland, ‘Sh‘aro‘ cCray moved to Santa ‘,
County in1959.: She has be nterested in hzstory since. she:
began' researchmg her famzly hzstory inl: 963 whilei an; hlgh school.
A Master Gardener; Master Camposter and pres:dent of Prusch.;

Beginnings of the Cooperative Extension

Three acts signed by President Lincoln in 1862 shaped the U.S.
agricultural history: the act authorizing a U.S. Department of

- Agriculture; the Homestead Act, encouraging settlement of
public domain lands; and the Morrill Act establishing land grant
colleges in every state and placing instruction in agriculture and
home economics in higher education. The Homestead Act
caused a stampede for land (which was practically free) and
new problems arose. How could all these new landowners learn
about farming and how would it be possible to educate the poor
people working on farms now?

The history and formation of the cooperative extension date
back to The Hatch Act of 1887 which established a cooperative
bond between USDA and the nation’s land grant colleges allo-
cating annual federal funding for research. This was one of the
ways to improve the productivity of the farms and by doing
this, build up the economy and also help the communities. It
was the driving force for the land-grant colleges to meet the
agriculture’s needs. The Smith-Lever Act in 1914 provided
funds for cooperative administration of agricultural extension
education by USDA and the state land grant colleges.

From: http:/are.berkeley.edu/extension/bkground.htmi 5/13/05

ince California achieved statehood in 1850, the property had

been put to a variety of uses, principally farming. In 1884
state legislation authorized the acquisition of the original 51-
acre site in Santa Clara County to establish the California Home
for the Care and Training of the Feeble Minded (“feeble
minded,” a term no longer used in the field of psychology,
described a variety of physical and mental conditions) after
problems developed at a facility near Vallejo. The home opened
on the Santa Clara-Los Gatos Road (now Winchester B oulevard)
site-in 1886 to serve deaf and blind children, and those with
developmental challenges such as autism. )

Former Pennsylvanian Dr. Antrim Edgar Osborne, the home’s
first permanent superintendent, was one of very few phy sicians on
the Pacific coast working in the field of mental health in this period.
At one point there were 110 children under his care. His work
included innovative programs such as using marching and music
therapeutically, and providing uniforms for staff and patients. When
the home closed in 1889, patients were moved to what would
become Sonoma State Hospital, later renamed Sonoma State
Developmental Center. Osborne moved with them and served as
superintendent there until his controversial dismissal in 1901. He




also served as superintendent at
Napa State Hospital. Osborne
returned to Santa Clara County
and opened Osborne Hall,
another home for children, on
Franklin Street in Santa Clara.
The Franklin Street home
quickly proved inadequate for
the care of the large number of
residents.  Osborne  then
removed his practice to the
Winchester site and built a hos-
pital, also called Osborne Hall,
which would accommodate
nearly 200 patients.

By 1911, Osborne was treat-
ing elderly patients at Osborne
Hall, according to an advertise-
ment in a directory of that year.
Dr. Antrim Edgar Osborne Dr. Osborne continued to
practice medicine and work in various capacities including that of
professor at both the College of Physicians and Surgeons in San
Francisco and Oakland Medical College. He was also on the staff
at O’Connor Hospital, was twice president of the Santa Clara
County Medical Society and the California State Medical Society,

and held state political office. He was a founder of the Santa Clara -

County Historical Society. ,

Osborne’s wife, Margaret H. Paxton, daughter of Colonel John
C. Paxton, a Civil War veteran, helped organize the Santa Clara
Woman’s Club. The Osbornes’s status as family of Civil War veter-
ans played a part in the next chapter of the history of this acreage.
Across town, another story was unfolding.

ew people realize that California provided over 15,725 sol-

diers to the Union armies during the Civil War. These
soldiers -were ordered to keep the land between California and
the rest of the Union under control, to keep the Confederates in
Texas from gaining power further west, and to secure the Pacific
coast for the Union. Additionally, California gold and mercury
helped to finance the Union effort. The 71st Pennsylvania Vol-
unteers were known as the “ Ist California Regiment” because
the soldiers had spent at least some time in California.

The 1886 encampment (convention) of the Grand Army of the
Republic (GAR), a civil war veterans’ charitable group, and an aux-
iliary organization, the Woman’s Relief Corps (WRC), was held in
San Francisco in early August of 1886. Along with many thousands

6

- Geraldine Frisbie

of men the convention was attended by over 2,500 women from
throughout the nation. Railroads provided special discount fares to
accommodate the numerous travelers. Side trips via rail were
arranged to various parts of the Bay Area, including the Santa Clara
Valley. After visiting this fertile and beautiful valley, the GAR and
its Woman’s Relief Corps sisters resolved to build a home here.

In 1889 the Grand Army of the Republic, through the Woman’s
Relief Corps, opened the first of three charitable homes in the
nation in the Evergreen District of San José. The Cadwallader
Home, a gift from Mr. Nirum Cadwallader, was located on a parcel
comprising a little over five acres. The facility became home to 23
women who were mothers, widows, unmarried daughters, and sis-
ters of Union soldiers. The comerstone for this home was laid April
6, 1889, and the property dedicated December 28, 1889.

The State of California provided financial support for the
women. The home was furnished exclusively through the efforts of
the California and Nevada chapters of the WRC. Each chapter indi-
vidually selected and outfitted the rooms in the home at its own
cost. While the facility was not elegant, it was held in esteem by
Evergreen townspeople.

Geraldine Frisbie, first
matron of the home, was the
daughter of Hiram D. and Sarah
B. (Hall) Sutton. Geraldine Sut-
ton came to San Francisco from
Rochester, New York. Miss Sut-
ton married Lester P. Cooley, a
California rancher who later
owned the Ravenswood ranch
near Dumbarton Bridge. The
couple had five sons, one of
whom, Charles Phillip, became
a member of the Santa Clara
County Board of Supervisors.

Lester Cooley passed away
in 1882 and, in November 1883,
Geraldine Cooley married Will
Frisbie, a Civil War veteran who
had served three years with the
Wisconsin troops as a first lieu-
tenant and also was private secretary to General Charles Devens,
who later held the post of Attorney General in the cabinet of Presi-
dent Rutherford B. Hayes. Mr. Frisbie passed away in 1885, In the
year 1887 Mrs. Frisbie became very active with the WRC. She
served as president of the National Woman’s Relief Corps from
1912-1913 and was matron of the home in Evergreen until 1920.

All those connected with the WRC homes, from the time of the
Cadwallader home’s opening in 1889 until its successor’s closing in

\



The Grand Army of the Republic (GAR)

In 1866 Civil War veterans of the Union Army and Navy estab-
lished the Grand Army of the Republic (GAR). Founded and
headed by prominent members of the military, membership
peaked in 1890 with more than 490,000 members, nearly one
percent of the total US population. ‘ '

The organization’s mission was to strengthen the bonds of
comradeship, to preserve the memory of their fallen comrades
(they secured the adoption of both Flag and Memorial Days), to
give aid to soldiers’ widows and orphans and to handicapped
veterans, and most of all, to fight for pension increases and other
benefits. The first Memorial Day was celebrated May 30, 1868.

Auxiliary societies associated with the GAR included the
Sons of Veterans (1881), the Woman’s Relief Corps (1883), and
the Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic (1886). The
national organization held its last encampment in 1949. The last
GAR member died in 1956. California and Nevada chapters,
however, continued to function and they hosted their 78th and
final convention May 4, 1954, at the Hotel Sainte Claire in San
José. There were 150 members in attendance with one Cornelia
Pendroy presiding.

1962, had direct personal links with the Civil War, The women’s
compassion and patience were bestowed upon residents on a daily
basis. True to the motto of the GAR, “fraternity, charity and loy-
alty” were shown to those in their charge.

The building on the five-acre property in Evergreen housed 23
“inmates” until Sunday morning, October 10, 1920, when it burned
to the ground. The residents escaped with their lives but little more.
All the hard work and dedication of the California and Nevada
WRC appeared to be lost. The former dwellers were scattered
throughout the valley. Many were housed at a new Agnews State
Hospital building while the rest were taken in by local families.

A search began to find a suitable place for the women. The
resourcefulness and commitment of the WRC helped to secure a
new permanent home. -

Dr. Antrim E. Osborne, of Osborne Hall, was adamant that sen-

iors should not be housed in facilities for the mentally ill as was the

practice at this time, and felt strongly that Agnews was not the best
place for these frail, indigent women.

Because Dr. Osborne had been elected to the California State
Senate in 1920 and his attentions had tarned toward political activ-
ities, he no longer needed the six-building hospital on Santa
Clara-Los Gatos Road. Dr. Osborne felt that the best place for these
dependents of the state would be Osborne Hall.

At Osborne Hall there were six buildings, surrounded by a

. beautiful orchard, close to both transportation and O’Connor Hos-

pital. And, although the University of California was beginning to
use, by agreement, part of Osborne’s property as an alternate site to
an agricultural station in Mountain View, the location and facilities
were ideal for the needs of the WRC. There was plenty of room and
university researchers were respectable neighbors. A “gentlemen’s
agreement” would be struck between University of California and
the Woman’s Relief Corps for the research facility to use 13 acres
of property neighboring the WRC home.

The property was offered to the WRC on very good terms and,
in 1921, $20,000 was collected from various sources, including
$12,500 in insurance money as a result of the fire. The state pur-
chased the 18-acre hall and grounds from Dr. Osborne for $55,000.

So, in 1921, with little fanfare or celebration, the WRC residents
were moved to Osborne Hall. The two facilities would share the
grounds for the next 40 years.

Mrs. Jennie Boynton was matron at both WRC homes from
1920 until her sudden death in 1935. Mrs. Genevieve Charette fol-
lowed as matron, later marrying Dr. Charles E. Holderman. Dr.
Holderman was himself a descendant of Nelson M. Holderman, a
World War I Medal of Honor winner and Commandant of the Vet-
erans Home of California, in Yountville in Napa County.

In 1954 the state legislature decided that it was no longer finan-
cially feasible to continue operating the WRC facility. It was
costing the state $3,000 per year to care for each of the remaining
20 residents.

Dr. Holderman signed a five-year lease with the state in 1954
and the WRC home’s name was changed to Holderman’s Sanitar-
ium. He and his wife, Genevieve, operated the hospital until its
closing in 1962. From 1947 on, the hospital accepted patients

In 1928 a new and specially designed research Jacility and building was
Jfinished. The building was designed by UC Davis students and
constructed from old-growth redwood taken locally.
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An aerial view of the BAREC
campus shows growing areas.
In 1958, on a half-acre of the
original 17.5-acre parcel at
Winchester Boulevard, a State
Department of Veterans Affairs
(VA) building was constructed.
The WRC office and hospital
buildings had been located in
the center of the property.
Wells provided water for the
hospital and for the agricultural
station. Water was held in a
large water tower.






from the general population and worked predominantly with an
aging indigent population. In 1962 the remaining resident was
moved to a new hospital at 340 Northlake Drive in San José.
Today on the site of the former Northlake Convalescent Hospital
is Courtyard Care Center. ‘

Each year the state legislature voted to continue to support the
Civil War women in this facility, allocating $3,800 in 1962 to pay
for the one remaining WRC patient, Miss Eva Simpkins. Miss
Simpkins had been admitted to the hospital in 1911 with polio and
died in 1966 at the age of seventy-three, having spent most of her
life in the care of the state. ‘

More than 400 women were accommodated at the WRC
home during its operation in Santa Clara County. The original
structures were bulldozed in the mid-1960s yet there remain to
this day sidewalks and other artifacts from the original hospital.
The name on the curb still reflects a time long past, “Santa Clara-

Los Gatos Road.”

his fertile valley, with its unique alkaline soil, abundant sun-

shine and mild winters, was destined to play a critical role
in California’s agricultural dominance, thanks in part to the
innovative research accomplished by the University of Califor-
nia Bay Area Research and Extension Center.

Fruit and nut trees were of critical importance to the Santa Clara
Valley, but research by the university also included work with toma-
toes, corn, cut flowers, lettuce, melons, nursery stock, and many
plant and soil diseases such as oak root fungus, Armillaria mellea,
a disease that has plagued this region for centuries. The oldest
established test plot for oak root fungus in the country remains on
the BAREC site and the research that was conducted there is still a
critical resource for landscapers and homeowners today.

One key element to the BAREC site is its location within an
urban community. “BAREC, located on 17 acres of prime agricul-
tural land in the heart of the heavily urbanized Silicon Valley, is
unique in northern California for its research in home and commu-
nity horticulture, turf management,“urban forestry, small farm
specialty agriculture, floriculture, and nursery production. Empha-
sis is on horticultural research and education programs relevant to
urban ervironment,

“Urban/agriculture interface issues such as water management
and urban landscape waste management will be critical areas of
research focus in the future.” This quote comes from the Agricul-
ture in Partnership with San Jose Growers’ Newsletter, July 1998.

Of the remaining nine research facilities operated by UC, none
has a focus on urban horticulture. The closest facility is located in
Hopland in Mendocino County, 150 miles to the north.
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The Return of California Strawberries

Most of the strawberries grown and enjoyed on the central coast
today were the product of University of California research,
including the Tioga, Lassen, Shasta, Aptos, Brighton and Hecker
varieties. “In 1954 the American Pomological Society awarded
its highest honor, the Wilder Silver Medal, to the California
Agricultural Experiment Station for strawberry research.” This
is reported in a June 26, 1983, article in the California Living
Magazine section of the Sunday San Francisco Examiner &
Chronicle “Just 40 years ago, California strawberry production
went down to nearly zero. At that time, 30 other states grew
enough strawberries to feed their own populations as well as
those of neighboring states. During World War I, this state’s
production hit bottom for a reason that had more to do with an
irrational fear of people than effects of plant disease. The Japan-
ese-Americans who produced most of California’s strawberries
were sent to detention camps in 1942,

“In Santa Cruz County, for example, strawberry production
went from 340 acres in 1940 to nothing from 1944 to 1946.” The
article continues, “ ‘After the war,” says Howard Tsukiji, a
grower and president of the Watsonville Berry Co-op, ‘there
wasn’t a lot available for them [Japanese Americans] to do, so
they took what they could. The opportunity to get into farming
was easier. The people who lost their farms became sharecrop-
pers, and slowly worked their way back to the positions they had
before the war. Today, more than half of California’s strawberry
growers, including five of the six largest producers, are Japan-
ese-Americans.” By 1980, California would g0 on to grow 75
percent of the nation’s strawberries, 14 percent of the world’s.”

In 1969 UC researchers were looking into chipping tree trim-
mings and using them for mulch rather than burning them, which
had been an established practice among the valley’s farmers. The

. implementation of recommendations ‘of this innovative research

helped mitigate a hazardous condition in the valley, air pollution.

Another research project was started around 1981, when 8 tiny
landscaped yards were created. Each yard was planted with exactly
the same plants and was separated from the others by an opaque
reed screen — the only difference was the ground cover. Bark, wood
chips, decomposed granite, turf grass and other covers were used,
with various watering techniques utilized. ’

The purpose of this research was to determine if homeowners
could be happy using less water in their gardens. The new predica-
ment was how to encourage landscape with low water use and
achieve gardener satisfaction. The researchers needed local home-
owners to offer honest opinions, so to nearby Valley Fair shopping



center they ventured, gathering up a handful of shoppers. After
explaining the research project and its goals, the shoppers were
asked to evaluate the yards. To the dismay of the researchers, the
shoppers preferred the turf grass yard that was watered on a daily
basis. An article appeared in HortScience, August 1982, about this
research project.

The Santa Clara Valley Water District established weather sta-
tion No. 69 at BAREC to monitor weather cycles including drought
and temperature extremes. The California Irrigation Management
Information System (CIMIS) would provide valuable and consis-
tent information for decades. This information has been an
important management tool for many valley growers such as air-
ports, local nurserymen, and home gargeners. The data collected
from this station, one of two serving Santa Clara County, has helped
establish probable viability of certain fruit trees and ornamental
plants. Because there was no station in San Mateo County, this
strategically placed monitor was of significance there too.

The California Integrated Waste Management Board awarded
grant money to the extension to study the practical use of green gar-
den waste for the growing of edible mushrooms. The research,
though incomplete when the station was closed, was very useful in

providing clues to the management and development of green-

waste programs throughout California and the nation.
There was also research regarding' weed control on cut flowers
and the use of plastic-tubes to encourage root growth on oaks. A

2 PN ¢ S e

Three greenhouses were donated to UC in the late 1960s by a grateful
group, the California State Florists Association Growers’ Research
Committee, chaired by Yosh Nishimoto. At the time the greenhouses were
built in 1968, floriculture was the number one crop in Santa Clara
County. The total cost of the three greenhouses was $40,000.

project involving corn had been ongoing for over 20 years. Turf
plots can still be seen through the fence — research that has helped
hundreds of golf courses develop watering and mowing practices
that are gentler on our environment and less taxing to our limited
water resources. Because these projects were stopped before com-
pletion, new researchers at other facilities, beyond our coxnununity,
will need to start over to produce the conditions necessary for a true
science research project.

For decades annual field days were hosted by the station staff
and researchers. The goal was to honor UC Cooperative Exten-

—
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The Bay Area Research and Extension Center used tree chambers to
measure root growth.

sion’s (UCCE) mission to “bring the University to the people” and
share the knowledge gleaned from their research. The events were
open to the general public and horticultural professionals alike.

During the all-day events, UC researchers would explain to the
attendees the results of their specialized research on various proj-
ects at the station. These events allowed UCCE to bring scientific
and practical information to a community in need. Printed scientific
reports were written in laymen’s terms and distributed to everyone
attending. Afterwards they were published in trade publications
and further disseminated in the community. For many landscape
professionals and city agencies, this was their only direct link to a
valuable resource. .

With the hiring of urban horticulturist Nancy Garrison in 1981,
BAREC would become home fo a new group of volunteer

UC Cooperative Extension

University of California Cooperative Extension (UCCE),
ANR’s (UC Agriculture and Natural Resources) outreach arm,
has farm, 4-H, and nutrition, family and consumer sciences
advisors based in more than 50 county offices. In addition,
Cooperative Extension specialists are headquartered at UC
Berkeley, UC Davis, and UC Riverside, where they conduct
research and coordinate advisors’ activities. As a land-grant
institution, the Cooperative Extension mandate is tied to the
welfare, development, and protection of California agriculture,
natural resources and people.

- From: http://ucanr.org/CES.CEA.shtml 5/19/05

researchers/practitioners, the Master Gardeners. During the past
two decades trained Master Gardeners have connected with home
gardeners, giving research-based answers to their questions as well
as recommendations to UC as to what areas needed further investi-
gation. Master Gardeners also performed dozens of research trials,
including experiments with cut flowers, tomatoes, peppers, melons
and other typical home garden crops.

At the last field day hosted by the Master Gardeners on August
17, 2002, over 1,200 neighbors visited BAREC, sorne for the first
time, to taste dozens of tomatoes and peppers grown on site by vol-
unteers. From this event, UCCE leamed which varieties were

The UC research facility reached out to children with innovative
educational programs.

—
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preferred by the general population and therefore which plant vari-.

eties should be sold in local nurseries.

Also, during the past decade, children from several local
schools, including Washington Open Elementary and St. Christo-
pher’s Elementary, visited BAREC to learn first-hand about where
food comes from and to be introduced to foods they typically would
not eat. For some of these children, this was their first, and perhaps
only, experience picking fruit from a tree and tasting it in its fresh-
est form. The smiles and giggles were infectious as researchers,
staff, and children joined in the happy exchange of knowledge.

eeds dating from the 1920s and the 1950s transferred the
D property to the University of California. The last two deeds
stipulated that “In the event the regents of the University of Cal-
ifornia shall by resolution at any time determine that the whole
or any part of the property granted and conveyed hereunder is no
longer desirable or necessary for use in agriculture research, the
fee title to said property described in such resolution shall revert
to and vest in the State of California upon the recording of such
resolution.” A small portion of the property was also given to the
City of Santa Clara for the widening of Winchester Boulevard
including the installation of sidewalks.

In 1999 the University made a decision to allow the property to
revert to the state for a permanent budget angmentation, a budget
promise that has never been fulfilled. The 2000 California state
budget was signed into law by Governor Gray Davis. In this budget,
it was promised that UC would receive a permanent annual aug-
mentation to its Cooperative Extension budget of $2 million. One
key element of this transaction was that the annual augmentation is
at the discretion of the sitting governor. The current governor has
not honored this agreement nor did his predecessor, though an ini-
tial $600,000 transfer was made.

Research continued until the closing of BAREC in 2002,
research that continues to play an important role in our community,
our state and our country. -

Today, the BAREC property lies idle. The Master Gardener pro-
gram has moved to county offices on Berger Drive. The 17.5-acre
research farm remains zoned for agricultural use only. Title is held
in the name of the State of California. The City of Santa Clara is

We invite you to let our commumty leaders know how you feel
Tabout the ﬁtture use of the BAREC site cons:dermg its ch hzstory
-and the critical agrlcultural research conducted there. :

" Formore znformatzon about BAREC mcludmg related legzs
'.‘latzan please vzszt thzs ebsz SWW savebarec arg b =

advocating high density, very low cost housing along with a large
multi-story senior housing complex. A one-acre apple orchard on
the back corner of the property is being considered for preservation
as a park. There are no plaques or markers to acknowledge the pres-
tigious history of the property and its relevance to our community,
and there are no plans, thus far, to work toward recognition of the
site’s historic importance. The next chapter in the story of this prop-
erty will soon be written.
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1276 INDEX TO THE LAWS OF CALIFORNIA,

WITNESSES. (Continued.) .
SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS, subpecenas for witnesses in________________ Pen. C.§ 1564
SUBSCRIBING witness, defined. .. e ----C. C.P. §1935
denying, ot failing, to recollect facts, oral evidence may be received,

L C. C.P.§ 1941
SuBPENA, form of, in criminal action____ - - ~~w—~_Pen. C. § 1327
SuMmMoniNG of, by coroners :

..... -~Pen. C.
§ 1512; 1905 : 708; § 1513 amended 1905 1 T08; § 1514a, added 1905 1708
SUPERVISORS, powers of, i 583 : 310, 1891 : 308.

1893 :360. 1897 : 467 ; repealed 1913 : 514. Pol. C. § 4065, added 1007 : 376
TESTIMONY of himself, not to be prosecuted on

Pen. C. § 1324, added 1911 1485 ; repealed 1917 : 291
of, in supplementary proceedings N

UNazBLE to give security, conditional examination of,

WITNESS against himself, no person compelled to be,

) Const. art. 1 § 13. Pen. C. § 688
WITT, N. D, granted leave of absence

____________ 1869-70 : 417
WOERMER, MARK, appropriation to pay claimof.___________ ~1917 : 521
WOHLGAMUTH, HENRY, payment of claim—.______ .. -777"""" -1854 : 156

WOLF, MORRIS

DUPLICATE bounty warrant issued__.________ 1871-2 : 439 ; amended 18734 : 46
WOLFE, W. L, appropriation for claim of —— _— 1891 : 436
WOLFSKILL, MILTON, issuance of duplicate school land warrant to__..__1857 : 59
WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION, 8. 1

» ®. X, appropriation for____1871-2 : 748
WOMAN'S RELIEF CORPS HOME. See also Veterans’ Home.

APPROPRIATION to pay deficieney in appropriation for support of widows,

o8, oo DT T URRORL o - T : 447

to provide physicians and nurses.. . ... ~-~1917 : 478
APPROPRIATIONS for nurses and medical attendants_____ 1911 : 1066. 1915 : 483
for repairs and improvements._1901 : 804, 1905: 787. 1911 :1065. 1915 : 483
for repairs, improvements and equipments____________~ 1917 : 443, 1919 : 855
for traveling expenses B - e 1917 : 443
for support of ex-army nurses, ete _— 1897 : 447

for support. See General Appropriation Bills,
1897 :447. 1903 : 514. 1907 : 181
CLAIMS to be presented to board of cxaminers,
1897 : 449. Pol. C. § 22104, added 1907 : 703
DirecToRs, appointment and qualification,

1897 :448. Pol. C. § 221Ca, added 1907 : 702, amended 1919 : 1190

duties of __________ . 71T RTRC Pol. C. § 2210d, added 1007 708
POWErS Of oo T TTTTITTO O3S P 2210c,

ol. C. § 2
added 1907 : 702; amended 1919 11191, Pol. C. § 2210d, added 1907 1 703
ExXcErTED from provisions of act creating state board of charities,

1903 :482, § 7; amended 1911 113834 ; 1915 : 847
INMATES who are entitled to stay at, -

897 :449, Pol. C. § 2210¢, added 1907 : 703 ; deleted 1919 : 1191
MANAGFMENT and control of, ’ )

1897 : 447449, Pol, C. § 2210c, added 1907 : 702; amended 1919 :1191

MoxEys, custody of. - Pol. C. § 2210¢, added 1907 : 703
OBJECTS of — - -~--Pol. C. § 2210, added 1907 : 701
‘¢ OFFICERS, election and compensation,

Pol.- C. § 2210b, added 1907 : 702 ; amended 1919 : 1191

REPORTS to be made DY 1897 :449. Pol. C. § 2210d, added 1907 : 703

STaTE AO_________ Pol. C. § 2210e, added 1907 : 708 ; .amended 1919 : 1191
WOMAN SUFFRAGE. See also -Blections ; Women. :

ENDMENT to United States constitution, joint resolution memoriali;z_ing

CONGISS oo T 1913 : 1689. 1917 : 1971
FEDERAL AMENDMENT, ratification urged _ _.1919 : 1392
ratified .._______ T T e Ex. 8 1919

- X. €8s,
RESOLUTION to effect that Californiaf_s experience justifies adoption._1915 : 1913

— - C.C.P.§718
modes in which taken__.__ " TTTTTTTmTT- e C. C.P.§ 2002
may be taken by deposition on postponement of trial____________ C.C.P. § 598
to be upon oath or affirmation - -C. C.P.§ 1846

. Pen. C. § 882; amended 1905 : 763
: UNDERTARING, forfeiture of, on failure to appear_____~ . Pen. C. § 1332
N © __to appear in crimina]l action___________ T TTTTTTRTTmmmme Pen. C. § 878
UNREASONABLE DETENTION prohibited ——— Const. art. 1§86

WARRANT for arrest on failure to attend.._______- " TT""- C. C.P.§1993
for arrest or commitment, contents of_____ C. C.P.§1994; amended 1880 : 115 .

ILL, examination of witnesses in contest.. -C. C.P. §1315




TNDEX TO THE LAWS OF CALIFORNIA:

YESSELS. (Continued.) -
Steamboats,” (Continued.)

MACHmEBY may be mortgaged-_C C. § 2055 ; amended 1875-6; 1877-8 : 8S;
1887 :5;-1893 : 84; 1895 : 57; 1897 : 95; 1908 : 78; 1903 : 36; 1907
886 ;. 1909 84, 1895 :57; 1897 :95; 1903 : 78; 1905 86, l1%07 2886

Pass to the nvht on meeting.
PAssING in same direction, nearness of appwsr-h . . Pol. C. 3
PeNavTIEs for violation of code provisions Pol. C. § 2367 -
owners liable for 1857 : 150, §% 5, > Pol. C. § 2378
/ recovery and, dmposltmn of 1857 : 150 § 8,1, 8. Pol. C. § 2379
RacCiNg, penalty for... - z Pol. C. & 2373
S1eNAL lights . e e Pol. C. § 2366
SreNars from small boats . Pol. C. § 2364
SMALL BOATS, number to be carried : ——— Pol. C. § 2371
oars’ in _. > Pol. C. § 2364
penalty for not carrying. Ll Pol. C. § 2372
SPARK CATCHERS, construction of et 1857 149 §2. Pol.C.§2375
_ feeof mspectm' e 18BT : 149 §4. Pol.C. § 2376
enalty for not using. : Pol. C. § 2377
e used on steamboats 18’57 : 149, Pol. C. §2374
VDSTED INTERESTS. See Property -
- FUTURE interest is vested, when C, § 694

VDTDRAN SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. See also Na,tumal Gu,ard Solchers,

Sailors; Veterans' Homc
Baveg, profection of—.._ 1887 : 82; dmended 1907 :

81
BURIAL__1889: 198 ; amended 1901 : 506; 1911 : 479; 1913 330; 1917 : 17,749
~ CIVIL SERVICE, preference for Civil War veterans. 1891 1289

veterans-of all wars given preference._1918 : 1035, by amendment 1919 : 1387
CIVIL WAR, congress memorialized to pass Snlloway bill for relief of,
Ex. Sess, 1011°: 411
FEEs, not charged by public officers in making out certain papers
Pol. C. § 4295, as amended 1919 : ‘)69 Pol. C.'§ 4302, added 1907 : 554

GETTYSBURG celebration 1918 : 278
G: A. R. headquarters at Camfnl 1911 : 488
G. A. R. monument. 1915 : 1430
GRAVES,. care of e 21917 (422
INDIAN WAR VETERANS, pensions for, favored - 1915 : 1726
LAND SETTLEMENT, bonds issued for - [ 1919 : 1182
federal project. . 1919 :1446. 1919 :1453
state land settlement act : 1917 :1566; ‘amended 1919 838
LEASES, by counties and cities to veterans’ associations 1897 : 113
TICENSE FEE, refund to medical sen’lce mon 1919 :324
LICENSE TAX EXEMPTIONS.. v C. § 3366, added 1901 : 635; amended

1915 :723; 1917 :279. Pol C §4041 added 1907 : 366; amended
1909 : 126, 756; 1911 :1450; 1913 : 667; 1919 :796. 1905 :307.

- 1918 : 986 by amendment 1917 : 37, 1917 : 653 by ‘amendment 1919 : 388 .

: MEMOBIALS in Capitol Extension bmldm« 191 9 1139
in soldiers’ homes, resolution concerning 1919 : 1539
MONUMENTS, counties may erect———o...__..Pol. C. § 40020, added 1917 : 1366
NATIONAL GUA.BD return of service men to 1919 ;880

" PENSION ROLL, resolution relative to restoration of veterans to._.____ 1919 1440
READJUSTMENT COMMITTEE, establishment of. 4
REHEABILITATION, physical, appropnatlon for_. - S 1Q19 824
REHABILITATION ALLOTMENTS - 771919 : 1437
RELIEF, by counties and cities . : : : 1919 : 275

TAX EXEMPTION,
Const, art, 18 § 1} Pol. C § 3612, added 1915 : 351 ; amended 1919 305
VICESBURG celebration : 1608

" WAR DEPARTMENT, counties and cxtles authonzed to donate sites to,___1919 125

‘WAR RECORDS, of service men from (‘ahforma, compilation of...._._-.._1 1919 : 830

VETERANS HOME. See also Woman’s Relief Corps Home.

ACCEPTANCE by the state of conveyance from, and the use to be made of the
property conveyed . 1897
06; act amended 1903 :821; 1905 : 471; 1907 - 59, 330; 1911 : 1447

ACQUISITION of certain property bv, authorized ~1905 : 167 .

ADMISSION+to home of, who entitled to 1897
106; act amended 1903 : 321 1900 471; 1907 : 59, 330; T1991 : 1447
APPROPRIATION £Or oo " 1883 : 55; act amended
1887 : 6; 1893 :214; 1899 :-147; 1901 :275: 1905 :191; 1907 :193
for additional bmldmgs and lmprovements_._..lSS :T; act amended 1893 :
339; 1901 : 823; 1903 : 187, 190, 420; 1907 : 235, 943 236, 237. 1909 :
‘383, 830, 831, 844. 1911 : 422, 495. 1046, 1048. 1054, 1913 - 863, 864

891 896. 1015 : 445, 446. 1917 : 441, 449, 522, 523, 540, 567. 1919 :835 -

L LT
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VETERANS’ HOME. (Continued.) -

1897 : 1
VETERANS OF MEXICAN WAR, . See also Veterans.

APPROPRIATION for support of. See General Appropriation Bills: -
1883 :53; act amended 1887 : 6; "1893 :214: 1899 $ 147,
. 275; 1905 :191; 1907 :193.-. 1899 : 147, 1901 1275, 806,
- deficiency _.__. - P . . : 6
DECLARED a state institution.. <. .- i el —=-1859 : 418
DIRECTORS of, appointment and duties of..- RIS, e s 1807
106; act amended 1808 :321; 1805 :471; 1907 59, 2
ERECTION of modern hospital for, at Yountville : -
EXAMINERS, state board of, power of_.__. . — : ]
EXcEPTED from provision§ of act creating state board of charities, il s
: 1903 : 482, § 7; amended 1911 - 1334 ; 1915 847
EXCHANGE of certain lands guthorized. .- - I el 221897 £ 184
Founp for the support and maintenance of, ' R
1897 : 106; act amended 1903 - 321; 1905 : 471; 1907-: 59, 330; 1911 14
GERMAN CANNON for, requested A s il 919 .
INTQXICATING liguors, sales of within one and a half miles of] . - . N
95 : 1G1. Pen. C. <; amended 1905 : 652: 1007 : 121... 1903
PAYMENT TO OF MONEY received.and under act of congress_.. .. i
QUALIFICATIONS .of medical director M i 1903
RECORDS to be kept.__: - ----1883 :55; act amended 1837
6; 1893 :214; 1899 1147 ; 1191 1907 :193;-1909 : 79"
SALE OF LIQUOR within one mile of, ibi i . St 21905 1126
STATE TREASURER authorized to ‘pay moneys O 71805 196
SUPPORT OF INMATES of, when to commence and how long to continue, 1809 : 141
TRANSFER of, to United States . i : L--1905 1 495
TRAVELING EXPENSES of directors of,

R ist amended 1803 + 521 1905 : 471; 1907 : 59, 330; 1011 ; 1447

1

AUTHORIZED to exchange certain lands 1871-2" 3230, amended 1851 66
CONVEYANCE of land to, authorized e 2 1869-TO $ 418

VETERINARIAN, STATE. See also Agriculture, Department of ;. Animals.

- DISEASED LIVESTOCK, inspectioh of imported

VE

APPOINTMENT, powers and duties, R "
1899 :129; amended 1905 1423 ; 1907 :932; 1909 1431 ; 1915 564 -

APPROPRIATION for contingent and .traveling expenses, deficiency.. .o
for prevention of seabies in sheep X 1 : :
for salaries and support. See-General
for sheep dipping inspection.__-
CATTLE PROTECTION BOARD, member of

INSPECTION of slanghtering establishments ]
OFFICERS and employees of, = : ) o
1899 :129; amended 1905 :423; 1907 : 932 1909 +431; 1915
QUARANTINE, powers of, ’ . R PR A
99 :129; amended 1905 : 423 ; 1907 982; -1909 : 431 1915 - 564 -
ScaBIES, prevention, duties' regarding. : RO RSO, | 63
SHEEP SCABIES PREVENTION, appropriation for e : 1819 < ¥281
SMELTER FUMES, effect on animals and vegetation, investigation by, LT e
. 3 :1147; repealed 1917 1280
‘TUBERCULIN testing of cows under provisions of pure milk law, . - e
1915 : 1478; repealed 1917 : 809, 1917 :803;_'a,mended. 1919 1326
TERINARY MEDICINE. See also Agriculture, Department of ; Animals. .~
ACT to regulate practice of : — o ) LT
amended 1903 : 258 ; repealed 1907 : 919, --1907 : 919; amended 1913 : 572

application .of, 1893 : 287; repealed 1907 : 919. 1907 : 919 amended 1813 1572

" APPROPRIATION for printing and other work performed and materials fur- .

nished by state printing office. See General Appropriation Bills, .
EXAMINATION and licensing of applicants S i 1898 1287 ;0 -
- amended 1508 : 258 ; repealed 1907 :919. 1807 :919';Aamend’edv 1918 =
Fings ahd penalties, disposition “of, ’ R L

893 :286; repealed 1907 : 919. 1907 .: 919; amended 191§ 1S
. LICENSEs for practice, filing of.__.__ 1893 : 287 ; repealed 1907 :
MEDICAL BOARD, appointment and terms of, - e .
. 1893 .: 286 ; repealed 1907 : 919. 1907 : 919 ; amended 1913 57
eompensation of members, . ) : s
1893 : 286 ; repealed 1907 : 919. 1807 :919: aménded 1913 :
duties of ._._1803 : 287, repealed 1907 : 919. 1907 1 919, amended 1918 : 5
meetings of .. 1893 : 286; repealed 1907 : 619, 1967 Y919 ; amended 19138 :
PENavLTIES for violatin act, .. . N S -
1893 :2gSS; repealed 1907 : 919. 1907 :919; amended 1913 5

-

1893 L2867 .0
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WITNESSES—Continued.
~ dairy produce exchange investigations: fees and mileage

examination- for foreign proceedings
expenses in criminal cases
expenses on change of venue when county or city mvolégd

INDEX TO THE LAWS OF CALIFORNIA

923 849, § 163, ad 19277: 1"39
CCP 2036@, ad 1923:7

PenC 1329, am 19371 1437

P 394, as am 19371:1949

expert: appointment and compensation by court e CCp 1871 ad 19225:305

e*(pert instructions by court regarding testimony of experts

fees and- mileagp
fees as county charges_..

fees in criminal cases

PenC 11275, ad 1929: 1939

PolC 43007, ad 1925:953; am 1927: 1606 ; 1931:105

PolC 4300g, am 19227:109

PolC 4307, am 1921:376 ;

1925:178, 999; 1927:1667; 1929: 1970; 1931:443, 1504

PenC 1329 am 1931 1437

fees in hearings for revocation of vehice operator’s license. _———.___ 1923:5:

fees in particular counties.
list of eounties see PolC 4005¢, 1931:128).

fisheries law 19:1203, § 4, am 1925: 59" ;. del 1929:501. § Ta, ad 19229:906

indictments, names on

inheritance tax

insanity hearings

73; am 1925: 398 1927:1430; 1929 561

See names of counties, subhea(hng Oﬁicers (for

PenC 995a, ad 19277:1756

19271.:1515

PolC 2169, am 19221:551

lunacy commission (department of institutions) hearings

PolC 2141q, ad 19271:1339

motor vehicle transportation hearings before railroad commission

narcotic addiet hearings.
privileged ¢ommunications

1917:330, § 7, am 10'25 303
27:152

CCP 1881, am 1927 1154

subpenas: purpose and manner of issuance cCcp 1986 am 1920:197

subpenas sheriff’s fee

PolC 43000, am 1921:1430; 1923:21; 1929:634

testimony at preliminary examination: transcr1pt~-_-;_-- en(.‘ 869, am 19277:1150

testimony for foreign proceedings
testimony in crlmmal cases: transcript

___CCP 2036a, ad 1923:73

PenC 869, am 1927:1150

will, execution of.._.CC 1276, 1289, r PrC 1700 (1931:687). Pr(C 50-55 (19371:589)
WOMEN. See also COMMUNITY ProreERTY; HOMESTEADS; HUSBAND AND

employees: moving heavy boxes, etc.

WIre; MARRIAGE.
-age of maJorlty

CC 25, am 1927:1119; 19371.:1641

e 1921:1699 ; am 1929:1517

employment: reaulatmn of wages, hours and conditions

1913:632, am 1921:378; 1927:438; 1929 555

home for dehnquent women ;)udget appropriation 1 1717

hours of labor law (1911:4
penalties for violations of provisions
. records
scope of act
industrial farm for women
appropriations, budget.

§4 929:99
§ 3a, ad 1929 572

§ 1, am 1929:589

1923:250, 260

appropriation, specxal alterations, ete 1921:360
boards of trustees: powers transferred to department of institutions )

PolC 366¢, 366d, ad 19221:1048

property transferred to Sonoma State Home 1931:209

industrial farms (jails)
institution for women, California
appropriation, budget
appropriations, special

- 1921:1617

1929:490

e b _19381:312

1920:493. 1931:2

board of trustees: tenure of members_1929: 490, § 3; sup 1929:817; am 19.31:2020

commission to plan, etc
products, proceeds from sale of
marned as party to action

1927:783

. 1929 490, § 13; am 1931:32¢4
CCP 37 0 am 19221:102

minimum wage: United States constitutional amendment urved..-SJ R 19, 1923 1659
. Polytechnic school: female students excluded 1929:588

prisoners.

prisoners at San Quentin: needlewoﬂ

relief corps home
appropriations, budget

See this heading, Institution for Women.

PenC 1586, am 1923:321
19211714,

1923:248. 1925:52. 1927:266. 1929:92. %8311310

cottage, appropriation for construction of 0:827
directors: administration of division of veterans’ homes

inmates, sale of property of
land exchange

PolC 374b, ad 1929:568; sup 19‘79 1106
29:1037

RE3 428




Ch. 142] FORTY-SEVENTH SESSION.

of California, approved and adopted by the people at the
general election held November 7, 1922.

the Goverdor April 14, 1927, with reductions and elimina-
tions attached hereto. f[n_ effect immediately.] :

ExXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
StaTE OF CALIFORNIA

[ Approved by

April 14, 1927,

¢ the Assembly of the State of California:
Assembly Bill No. 500 is approved by me except for two items specifi-
cally set forth which are reduced or eliminated in accordance with the
powers conferred on me by the provisions of sections 16 and 34 of article
of the Constitution, and which are objected to for the following

respective reasons: " .
1. I object to the item on page 5 under the heading “Administrative
reading as follows: «Fror support of secretary of state two hundred thirty-
seven thousand six hundred fifty dollars ($237,650)” _and reduce the
amount_to two hundred twenty-two thousand six hundred fifty dollars
($222,650) for the reason that the measure recently passed by the Legis-
jature repealing the corporation license tax act makes possible this reduc-
tion in the expenses of the office of the secretary of state, according to the

opinion of that office.
5. I object to the item on page 10 reading: *“For support of California

highway commission and_state highway engineer, forty-one thousand six
hundred dollars ($41,600), payable from highway maintenance fund” for
the reason that in my opinion ample provision for such expenditures is

, Dayable
ime of my recent message to you suggesting
that this item be eliminated and a corresponding
reported to you in that message.
that savings will be made as the result of consolidations
the bills for reorganization of various state departments.

1 am convinced, however, that these savings will be accomplished within
the budget itself and reflected in unexpended balances to be restored to
the general fund at the close of the biennium. I therefore feel that I
should not at this time make further changes in the appropriations passed
by the Legislature, in anticipation of legislation not yet finally enacted.

Respectfully submitted.
C. C. YOUNG,
Governor.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

Sgerion 1. The following sums of money are hereby
appropriated for the use and support of the State of Cali-
fornia for the seventy-ninth and eightieth ‘fiscal years and
unless otherwise herein provided shall be paid “out of the
general fund in the state treasury.

Whenever by constitutional or statutory provision the reve-
nues or receipts of any institution, department, board, bureau,
commission, officer, employee, or other agency, or any moneys
in any special fund created by law therefor, are to be used
for salaries, support or any proper purpose, expenditures shall
be made therefrom-*for -all such purposes, and not from the
- general fund, to the extent only of the amount herein appro-
. priated unless otherwise herein stated; provided, however,
that if no amount is herein appropriated for such purposes or
any part thereof, any appropriation therefor heretofore made
by any existing constitutional or statutory provision shall
continue to be governed thereby. '

AI_)PI‘OP}‘iations for purposes not otherwise provided for
hgren; which have been heretofore made by any existing con-
stitutional or statutory provision shall continue to be gov-
erned thereby.

It is _evident
to be effected under

Ttems
disapproved.

Budget ap-
propriations.

Use of
special
funds.

Recurrent
appropria-
tions.
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262 STATUTES OF CALIFORNIA. [Ch. 14

inspectors at a monthly salary of one hundred th
lars each during the time actually employed, t
at a monthly salary of one hundred twenty
during the time actually employed, two inspectors at 2 com,
pensation of four dollars per diem each during the tim
actually employed, but the aggregate amount which may be
expended in any year for all such inspectors shall not exeeeq -
ten thousand three hundred forty dollars.

B b S e 850%

i an Tt

CHAPTER 141.

An act to amend section two thousand three hundred twenty.
two x thirty-seven of the- Political Code, relating to the
salary and expenses of the horticultural commissioner, his.
deputies and employees in counties of the thirty-seventh
class. :

[Approved by the Governor April 13, 1927. In effect July 29, 19217.]

T
b e b o s Ay s e BT

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

Stats. 1925,  SEcTION 1. Section 2822437 of the Political Code is hereby
Puendss.  amended to read as follows:
2322237. In counties of the thirty-seventh class, the eom-
Counties of Iissioner shall receive a salary of two thousand four hundred
o dass: dollars per annum; provided, that in counties of this class,
commissioner there shall be and there is hereby allowed to the commissioner
the following inspectors and clerk, to be appointed by said
commissioner, which positions are hereby created, and the
salaries are hereby fixed as follows, to wit:

(a) Four inspectors at a compensation of four dollars and
a half per diem each, during the time actually employed, but
the aggregate amount which may be expended in any year -
for all such inspectors shall not exceed five thousand six hun-
dred dollars. - ‘

(8) The commissioner is also authorized and empowered
to appoint not to exceed one clerk at a monthly salary of
ninety dollars, during the time actually employed, but the
aggregate amount which may be expended in any year for
such clerk shall not exceed one thousand eighty dollars.

(c) An additional inspector at a salary of one hundred
thirty dollars per month

CHAPTER 142.

-An act making appropriations for the support of the govern-
ment of the State of Califormia and for several public
purposes in accordance with the provisions of section
thirty-four of article four of the comstitution of the State
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sumtarsof - For support of secretary of state, two hundred thir
’ thousand six hundred fifty dollars ($237,650). _
For vault equipment, secretary of state’s office, ten thou.

sand nine hundred fifty-six dollars ($10,956). '

- BENEVOLENT,
Industrial For support of Industrial Home for Adult Blind, one huy

Aoats Bina. dred twenty-six thousand six hundred dollars ($126,600)..
For permanent improvements, Industrial Home for th
Adult Blind, consisting of: repairs, improvements and equip
ment, one thousand dollars ($1,000); additions to industrig]

shop building, fifteen thousand dollars, ($15,000).

faebewel- . For support of the department of public welfare, seventy
" two thousand dollars ($72,000). ,
Veterans' For support of Veterans’ Home of California, four hundreq
Home. fifty-six thousand eight hundred twenty dollars ($456,820).
For permanent improvements, Veterans’ Home of (ali
fornia, consisting of: repairs, improvements and equipment
forty-five thousand dollars ($45,000); construction of store ,
room building and employees’ building, thirty-five thousand
dollars ($35,000). o
For construction of barracks, Veterans’ Home of Cali:
fornia, one hundred seventy thousand dollars ($170,000), -

payable from athletic commission fund.
Romatsms . For support of ‘Woman’s Relief Corps Home, thirty-nine
Home. thousand five hundred fifty dollars ($39,550). '
: For permanent improvements, Woman’s Relief Corps Home,
consisting of repairs and improvements to buildings and
drilling and equipping of well, seven thousand dollars " -
($7,000). ‘

CONSERVATION AND PARKS.

Batboapark.  For support of California building at Balboa park, eleven
thousand dollars ($11,000).

Fich and For support of fish and game commission, one million six

comnission. hundred twenty-six thousand dollars ($1,626,000), payable
from fish and game preservation fund. _

FPorestr, For support of state board of forestry, one hundred fifty-
boardof.  seven thousand three hundred thirty dollars ($157,330). ,
‘ For additional support of state board of forestry, payable
from state board of forestry fire prevention fund, eighty-four

thousand dollars ($84,000).

For state board of forestry for cooperation in forest and
watershed protection, viz: Los Angeles county, fifty thousand
dollars ($50,000) ; San Bernardino county, ten thousand dol-
lars ($10,000) ; other counties and agencies, forty thousand
dollars ($40,000) ; Tamalpais fire distriet, ten thousand dol-
lars ($10,000); San Jacinto mountains, five thousand dollars
($5,000) ; California experimental station and other federal
agencies, twenty thousand dollars ($20,000). .

For support of state board of forestry for administration

- of state parks, thirty-four thousand ome hundred dollars
($34,100). -
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: WOMEN-—Continued.
X relief corps home—continued.

moneys belonging to state : PolC 2210g, am 1921 349
: Hew site, appropriation for 1:589
i officers: election and compensation PolC 22108, am- 1929 701
[ pensions to be retained by inmates PolC 2210k, ad 1925:100

school teachers to receive same compensation as men
1874:938, r SC 10 6. SC 5-730

suffrage amendment to constitution of United States

* ratified Nov 3, 1919. 1921:Ixxxi
Ventura School for Girls. See CORRECTIONAL SCHOOLS.
veteran’s widow: rights under farm and home act__1921 815, § Ta, ad 1931:2029

veterans’ widow, mdlgent burial 1889:198, am 1923:133; 1929 506
WOOD, WILL C., appropriation for 929:884
WOOL fabrics, labels: Capper—French bill endorsed ____________ AJR 14, 1923 1562

WORDS AND PHRASES. See also CriMEs; and subjects for which defini-
tions are desired (e.g. RESIDENCE).

“civil engineering,” ete : -1929:1645, § 1a, ad 1931:1902
community property. CC 164, am 1923:746; 1927:826
contractor. 1929:1591, § 3; am 1931:1257
deadly weapon PenC 1168, am 1927:1493; 1929:1932; 1951:1054-

employer defined in workmen's compensatmn and msnrance act -
1917:831, § 7, am 1829 :306

, gambling ship : : 20:703
“gasoline” N 1931:1314
insurance: kinds PolC 594, am 1927:1203 ; 1929:353

mortgage msursnﬂp CC 453bb, am '1927:1934
“joint tenancy” CC 683, am 1929: 1"'2 1931:2205
mines and minerals 1913: 1327, § 16, ad 1929:585
minors : CC 25, am 1927 1119; 1931:1941
negotiable promissory note i CC 3265, am 1923:193
newspapers of general circulation..____.___ PolC 4463, ad 1923:512; am 1927:485
“political subdivisions” as used in Folsom dam proJect laws._1927:056. 1929:186
property: tax purposes PolC 3617, am 1921:185; 1925:11; 1929:124
trusts, court and private 1909: 81 § 101, am 1921: 1409 ; 1925:525
warehouseman .. 1915: 115, § 24, ad '1927:1918

WORK, PUBLIC. See PuBLic WORE.
. WORKINGMEN. See EMPLOYERS AND EMPLOYEES ; LABOR.
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION. See also Accmm\'rs INDUSTRIAL ACCI-
DENT COMMISSION ; SAFETY. ’
act of 1917:831.

actions, time of commencing § 11, am 1931:2372
actions for injury by third party to employee___§ 26, am 1927: 1213 19381:2370
agricultural, ete., labor: application 27:1681; am 1931:1962
attorney’s fees . § 24, am 19.,3 7 3; 1923: 644 ; 1929:324
average earnings: computation § 12, am 1929:553
claim. when compromise not approved: limitation on time of filing
§ 27, am 1923:771; 1931:1950 °
claims: answers, procedure, attachments e oo § 18, am 1923:438
claims: assignment, liens, et § 24, am 1923:772; 1925:6-14; 1929:323
compensation: burden on defendant to show coverage
29, am 1925: 495 5 1929:553 ; 1981:1953
compensation schedule : - § 9, am 1925: 640 1929:420 i
compromises ’ § 27, am 1923:771; ’1931:1950 :
death benefits -§ 9 am 1925: 643 1929:425
“employee” defined.o o § 8, am ’1931:2068
employer defined § 7, am 1929:306
insurance policies__ §§ 30, 31, am 1929:1167
insurance to secure payments-—._ ... § 29, am 1925:494; 1920: 551 1931:1951
liability for compensation § 6, am 1923: 3:5 1929:430
liability of principal and contracting employers. ... § 25, r 1927:1475
longshoremen’s and harbor woxkers compensation act: state insurance and
cooperation . §§ 361, 553, ad 1927:1020; § 363, am 1929:325
mutual companies, insurance in ..~_-§ 30, am 1929:1167
newspaper, etc., vendors excluded if title passed.— . ____ §$ 8, am 1931: _,068
notice of injury, effect of failure to give _§ 15, am 1931:2372
payments to state -§ 51 am 1927:1475
-subsequent injuries fund_ § 9, as am 1929:428
terms defined § 33, am 1923:165; 1929:494
unsafe employment: mJunctmm . § 463, am 1925:710
agricultural laborers 1927:1681; am 1931:1962
convicts employed on highways not covered— - 1923:667, § 9 ad 1927:1111
counties, cities, ete., insurance by 1913:279, § 46 am 1931:200
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of the United States of America in congress assembled, entitled
““An act to provide for the promotion of vocational education ;
to provide for cooperaticn with the states in the promotion of
such education in agriculture and home economies; to provide
for cooperation with the states in the preparation of teachers
of vocational subjects; and to appropriate money and regulate
its expenditure,’” and approved by the President February 5,
1929. In accepting the benefits of said act the people of the
State of California agree to comply with all of its provisions
and to observe all of itg requirements. SR
Sec. 2. Subject to an act entitled, ‘“An act to accept the APpropris-
provisions and benefits of an aet passed by the senate and agricuttury
house of representatives of the United States of America in scomom.
congress assembled and approved February 23, 1917, to pro-
vide for the promotion of vocational education; to ‘create a
vocational education fund and making an appropriation there-
for,”” there is in addition to any moneys.appropriated under
the act referred to in this section hereby appropriated out of
any money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated the sum
of four thousand five hundred fifty-eight dollars and sixty-
seven eents for agriculture, and the sum of five thousand three
hundred three dollars and eighty cents for home economics,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930; and the sum of nine
thousand one hundred seventeen dollars and thirty-four cents
for agriculture, and the sum of ten thousand six hundred seven
dollars and sixty cents for home economies, for the fiseal year
ending June 30, 1931. '

CHAPTER 463.

An act making an appropriation for the construction of a
cottage at the Womao_z’s Relief Corps Home.

[Approved by the Governor May 24, 1529. in effect August 14, 1829.]
The people of the Siate of California do enact as follows:

SeerioN 1. Out of any moneys in the state treasury not #Ppropria-
“otherwise appropriated the sum of one thousand three hundred Foman's
twenty-eight dollars and seventy-two cents ($1,328.72). is Homy -
hereby appropriated for the construction of a cottage during
the Seventy-ninth and eightieth fiscal years at the Woman’s
Relief Corps Home, in augmentation of. the unencumbered
Palance of moneys heretofore appropriated for permanent
mprovements at said Woman’s Relief Corps. Home in and
by the provisions of chapter one hundred forty-two of the
statutes of 1927, all of which moneys are hereby_gppropriated,
2‘ e:g)propriated and made available for the construetion of said

Ottage, ‘ . '
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STATUTES OF CALIFORNLA, [Ch. 156

CHAPTER 186.

An act to ameng section three hundred stzty b of the Political
ng to department of finance.

Code, relai;
o [Approved May 22, 1923.] .
The people of theA State of Calfifomia do enact as follows:

SecTioN 1. Section three hun
Code is hereby amended to read a

360b. The divisions of claims and disbursements, of budgets
and accounts, and of purchases and custody, shall edch be in
charge of a chief to be known respectively as chief of the
division of elaims and disbursements, chief of the division of
budgets and accounts, and chief of the division of purchases

chief of the division of libra-
ries, who shall be known as “‘state Librarian,”’ shall be a tech-
nically trained librarian and shall receive an annual salary of
five thousand dollars, and before entering upon the duties of
his office he shall execute an official bond to the State of Cali-
fornia in the penal sum of three thousand dollars.

CHAPTER 187.

An act to authorize the stqt
exch

the
Home of California in Sq

[Approved May 23, 19231
The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. The state board of control is hereby authorized

on behalf of the State of California, to convey and exchange
the following deseribed real property, situate in the county of
Sqnta'Clara,' State of California, to wit : Lots thirty-seven (37)
and thirty-eight (38) in Cadwalladers survey of the village of
Vergreen, as surveyed by Herman Brothersg, March, 1887, and
recorded in book ‘of maps, page 36 et seq. Sants Clara
ch 24, 1887, which said traet containg

30) acres, more or less,
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which said property was formerly owned and used by the
Woman'’s Relief Corps Home of California,

SEC. 2. The state board of control is hereby authorized to Asceplance
accept and receive in exchange for the lands described in b by
section one of this act, the. following described real property, e ized.
situated in the ecounty of Santa Clara, State of California,
to wit: Beginning at a point two hundred fifty-two and six-
tenths (252.6) feet south of the center of the northeast quarter
of section fifteen, township seven south, range one west;
thence southerly three hundred forty-ome and four-tenths
(341.4) feet; thence east three hundred eighty-two and eight-
tenths (382.8) feet; thence north three hundred forty-one and
four-tenths (341.4) feet; thénce west three hundred eighty-
two and eight-tenths (882.8) feet to the point of beginning,
and containing three acres more or less.

CHAPTER 188. .

An a.ét to create the office of state fire marshal, to provide for
kis powers and duties, and to repeal all acts or parts of
acts inconsistent herewith,

[Approved May 23, 1923.1
The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SecTioN 1. Within thirty days after this act takes effect, state fire
the governor shall appoint a qualified person who shall ba el
known as the ‘‘state fire marshal,”” which office is hereby
created. The person so appointed shall hold office at the
pleasure of the governor and shall receive no compensation
therefor., : ) . :

Sec. 2. It shall be the duty of the fire marshal to safe: puties of
guard life and property from fire and to see that all laws and 5t fre
ordinances relating to fires and fire protection are enforced,
to attend, if possible, fires other than forest, brush or grain
fires which may oceur outside of the limits of any incorpo-

- rated city within the state, and to take charge of and pro-

tect all property which may be imperiled thereby. ‘

SEc. 3.: The fire marshal may during the time of any fire Protection
protect property being affected thereby until the arrival of ® Properts.
the owner or claimant of thereof, and in case the owner or
claimant of such property does not take charge of same within
twenty-four hours, the fire marshal may have such property
stored at the owner’s or claimant’s expense.

Sec. 4. In all cases where there is reason to believe that Report of
fires are the result of crime or that crime has been committed fresto
in connection therewith the fire marshal must report the fstrict
same, in writing, to the district attorney of the county in which "
the fire occurred. R

Sec. 5. The fire marshal shall have power to appoint as Deputies.
his deputies only the chiefs of fire departments, who shall

-
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il;e CHAPTER CCLXXIII.
i : t to provide for the deficiency in the appropriation for sup-
?g_‘ An ﬁ: ang maintenance of the widows and ofphans'of Union
tof soldiers, sailors, and marines, and for ez-Union army nurses
sub- residing at Evergreen, in the County of Santa Clara, at the
home in saad_county, and under the auspices of the Woman’s
wer Relief Corps Home Association, for the forty-eighth fiscal year.
P%i ' [Approved April 1, 1897.]
;I-;il y The People of the State of California, represented in Senate and .
pe?i' Assembly, do enact as follows: .
;le‘} SgerioN 1. The sum of three thousand dollars is hereby Deficiency
&f 1: ppropriated out of any moneys in the state treasury not other- FRprepris-
»negd ise appropriated, to pay the deficiency for the maintenance Evergreen
1 be nd support of the widows and orphans of Union soldiers,
the ailors, and marines, and for ex-Union army nurses residing
tion t the home in Santa Clara Qounty, at Evergreen, }mder the
eive- uspices of the Woman’s Relief Corps Home Association, for
ense he forty-eighth fiscal year. . )
'8in $Sec. 2. This Act shall take effect immediately.
> for :

CHAPTER CCLXXIV.

Act to assist the Woman’s Relief Corps Home Association to
rovide for ex-army nurses, and the worthy destitute widows,
ives, mothers, and destitute maiden daughters or sisters of .
elerans who served homorably in the war for the Union, and
king an appropriation therefor.

[Approved April 1, 1897.]

' People of the State of California, represented in Senate and
: Assembly, do enact as follows:

TION 1. That there be and is hereby appropriated out of Appropria-
{i’?:mﬂey in the state treasury not otherwise appropriated, hospos of
¢.8um of ten thousand dollars ($10,000) for the support and homest
&intenance of the ex-army nurses and the widows, wives, SantaClars
618, and dependent destitute maiden daughters or sisters ©°%°t:
’d.m‘)f} veterans who served honorably in the civil war,

'0g In the home at Evergreen, Santa Clara County, under
USpices of the Woman’s Relief Corps Home Association,
tep(’r?t.lon duly cieated and existing under the laws of the

» 10 the manner following, to wit: The sum of one hun-
- and fifty dollars ($150) per annum for each ex-army
 Widow, wife, mother, or maiden daughter or sister, duly

and residing in such home; provided, the whole of said
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STATUTES OF CALIFORNIA.

sum shall not be expended in any one year for such gy
and maintenance. : i P
Sec. 2. The aid granted in section one of this Act g
commence on the first day of the month after each sygj
ex-army nurse, widow, wife, mother, or maiden daughte o
sister shall commence to reside in and be supported in su‘?ﬁ'
home, and shall be paid by the State in semi-annua] instac
ments. E
Sec. 3. The Woman’s Relief Corps Home at Evergree
Santa Clara County, shall be managed and controlled Wy
board of. eleven directors, to be appointed by the Governor, g
of whom shall be appointed for two years and five of who
shall be appointed for one year; provided, that the terms of th
six first appointed for two years shall continue until Jul
first, eighteen hundred and ninety-nine, and the five appointe
for one year shall -continue until July first, eighteen hundre
and ninety-eight, and thereafter the terms of office shall be fi
two years of all directors. ' Immediately after they qualify, th
members of the first board shall meet and organize by electin
one of its members president, one as vice-president, one as se
retary, and one as treasurer, who shall hold office for one yea
No officer or member of the board of directors shall receive as
compensation for services as such. :
Sec. 4. As the terms of office of directors shall expire, ori
case of vacancy, the Governor -shall appoint their successor
The Governor shall have power to remove any director fo

and file with the Secretary of State the oath of office as pro
vided by law. 7
Sec. 6. First—The board of directors shall be knownb
the name and style of “ The Board of Directors of the Woman’
Relief Corps Home Association of California,” and by thi
name may sue and be sued in any of the courts of this State
and all property held by such board shall be in trust for th
Woman’s Relief Corps Home Association of California, and fo
the use and benefit of said home. The said board sl_za.ll hav
power to manage said home and administer its affairs, mak
laws for the government of the board not in conflict with the
general laws of the State, and adopt rules and regulations fo
the management of the home. The board shall hold at leas
one meeting each month for the auditing of bills and th
transaction of business pertaining to the home. A majority
the members shall constitute a'quorum for the transaction?
business. : «
- Second—The board shall cause to be kepta book or gen
eral register,” in which shall be entered the date of admissi
name, age, and place of birth of each inmate, an }?us
the military or naval history, if it can be obtained, of the | den
band, father, or brother of such widow, wife, mother, ma! a3
daughter or sister, or of thé ex-army nurse who is of ﬂ;lne
hereafter be admitted to such home, and the estate or inco :
if any, to which she may be entitled. '
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Third—The board shall cause to be kept a full record of Recordsna
45 meetings, also a book entitled “monthly accounts,” in aecounts
which shall be entered all moneys received from any and all
" gources, segregated under proper heads; also, all disburse-

ents made, specifying for what purpose made, the amounts
g0 disbursed entered in detail, segregated under proper heads,
and each entry to be made under proper dates. -

Fourth—A payroll shall be kept of the employés, and the payron.
gmount disbursed to each, at what rate of wages and for the .
Jength and kind of services. o

Fifth—A transcript of such_books.and payrall, verified by Transcript

the oath of the president or secretary of said home, shall be of books,
* made and forwarded to the State Board of Examiners at the forwarded
time of making demand or presenting claims for state aid Board ot

- overing the time for which such claim or demand for state Examl-

2d is made.
“gge. 7. Every claim for aid under this Act shall be presented poard of
i and audited and allowed by the State Board of Examiners, Examminers
ond when sllowed, in whole or in part, by said Board of claims.
Examiners, it shall be the duty of the Controller to draw his
‘warrant for the amount thereof in favor of the president and
treasurer of the board of directors of said Home Association,
and it shall be the duty of the State Treasurer to pay the same
on due presentation.
" Szc. 8. Noinmate for whose support there is paid, independ- when aid
et of state aid, the sum of twelve dollars and fifty cents or b eced.
more per month, shall be entitled to any aid under this Act.
‘But if such sum be less than twelve dollars and fifty cents per
month, aid shall be granted for such sum only as is necessary
1o make the full amount for support, including the state aid,
welve dollars and fifty cents per month. -
Sec. 9. The board shall cause to be made a verified report annual
1 the fifteenth day of August of each year to the Governor, report.
ontaining a staterent of all receipts and expenses, the condition
f the home, the number of inmates during the year ending
ith June thirtieth, and such other matters as may be required
y him. All reports shall be verified by the oath of the
resident and secretary of the board. .
‘SEc. 10.  All moneys received by the directors or any officer Home
{the home (except such as may be paid to them by the State treasurer
or disbursement), including pension moneys -belonging to the all
Densioners in the home, shall be paid over to the treasurer of
the board, such moneys to be used for the support and main-
%nance of the home. ,
Ec. 11. No person shall be entitled to receive any aid ualifica-
der this Act unless she has been admitted to and kept in Smsier
hon’ge by reason of her services as army nurse, or by reason -
the military or naval service of her husband, father, brother,
S{:on; nor unless she has been continuously a resident of this
te for one year next prior to her admission to said home.

K. 12. This Act shall take effeot immediately.
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TEIS INDENTURE made the 4, 77 dsy of fugust, 1921,

by snd between MARGARED P. OSBORNE and 2. E. OSBORNE, her
bueband, of the County of Sants Clara, State of Californie,
pertiea of the first pert, and the STATE OF OALIFORNIA, the
party of the second part;

WITHNESSETE:

That the seid parties of the first pert for ana in
oonalderation of the sum of ten dollars {$10) gold coin of
the United Statea, to them in hend paid by the saig party
of the second part, and other good and veluable coneldera-
tion, receipt whereof 1s umﬂnuw ecknowledged, do by these
Presents grant, bargein, sell angd convey unto the said
party of the seocond pert all that certain piece or paroel
of land together with the improvements thereon, situate
in the Oounty of Sante Olara, State of Cslifornia, bounded

and desoribed as followe, to-wit;

z Beginning at the center of the §. E. %

of Seo. 16, T. 7 3., R. 1 W., thenoce South

252,6 feet, East 382.8 foet, North 147.8

feet, East 508.3 feet, North 105.4 feet,

thence Weat B89,8 feet along the North line

of the S. B, % of the N. B. 1 of Seo. 15,

7. 78.,R. 1 W., to the point ot beginning,

Containing 3.43 mores more or less together with
ell and singuler the tensments, hereditements ang appur-
tenences thereunto belonging, or in any wise eppertain-
ing, end the reversion and Treversions, remsinder end re-
mainders, rents, issues and profits thersof.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all end singular the eaid
premises together with the eppurtesances unto the said

party of the seocond part and to its Bucoessors and



espligne forever.

IN WITHESS WHEREOPR the parties of the firat part have

hereunto set thelr hands and affixed their seals the dey wund

year first sbove written.

xﬁ&g \\.b m&&\wﬁ\ﬂw\mﬁ SEAL)
A Coa e

(SEAL)
{(Her Husband) -

—w=000=w-

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, W

Ba,
Oounty of Santa Clara. )

. Ve
On this 2, i day of August, 1921, bvefore me,

m&;aﬁ:tﬁ( AUP; MWMVW&Au

Stete of Celifornis, in @bw for the County of Santa

+ 8 Notary Public of the

Clara, personally appeared MARGARET P. OSBORNE end A. E.

OSBORNE, (her husband), known to me to be the persons

whose nemes are subsoribed to the foregoing instrument,
end they scknowledged to me that they executed the same.
WITUESS my band end offiolal sesl,

at my offioce

in Bald County of Saenta Clara, the dey and Yyear firat

@Q@GL\ :\ \(n :.:o

Notary Publle in &nd for Santa awmnv
County, Stete of California. -~

above written.

B
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LDEED

M-
TBIS INDENTURE made the N“ 7 dey of August, 1921,

by and between MARGARET P. OSBORNE and A. E. OSBORNE, her
busbend, of the County of Santa Clere, State of Celifornia,
perties of the firet pert, and the STATE OF OALIFORNIA, the
perty of the second part;

| WITNESSEDE:

Thet the seid parties of the first part for and in
oonsideration of the sum of ten dollars ($10) gold coin of
the United Stetes, to them in hsnd paid by the said party
of the second pert, and other good and veluable considera-
tion, receipt whereof is uanmcw wonboawmamoo. 4o by these
presents grant, bargain, sell ana gonvey unto the said
perty of the second part all that certain piecs or psaroel
of land togsether with the improvements thereon, situate
in the County of Santa Clara, State of Californias, boundea

end desoribed ss follows, to-wit:

z Beginning at the center of the N. E. 3

of Ses, 16, T. 7 S., R. 1 %., thenoe South

262.6 feet, Eaat 382.8 feet, North 147.8

feet, East 6508.3 feet, North 106.4 foet,

thence West BBY9.8 feet along the North line

of the 8. B. 4 of the N. E. 4 of Beo. 15,

T. 7 8., R. 1 W., to the point of beginning,

Conteining 3.43 eores more or less together with
ell and singular the tenements, hereditements and appur-~
tenances thereunto belonging, or in any wise appertain-
ing, and the reversion end reversions, remeinder end re~
meinders, rents, issues and profits thereof,

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD &ll sana singuler the seid

premises together with the eppurtenances unto the sald

party of the second part and to ite successors end

-1-



esaigns forever.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties of the first part have
hereunto set their hande and affixed thelr seals the day end

year first sbove written.

\mmnmvwgwmweuwx \mw m&N&\\mwxngJmﬂmm»a.
g4 J
AE Ot

{Her Husband] -

(SEAL)

~ne=000=~-
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, W
sa,
County of Santa Olara. )
Y. Vg
On this 4 i dsy of August, 1921, before me,

Raben O, mwmwwwWNU , & Notary Public of the

Stete of Celifornis, in and for the County of Senta

Clers, personally appesred MARGARET P. OSBORNE and A, E.
OSBORNE, (her husband}, known to me to be the persons
whose nemes are subscribed to the foregoing instrument,
and they scknowledged to me that they executed the same.
WITHESS my hend end owmuo»ww seal, at my office

in 8eid County of Santa Clare, the day end year first

?@«ﬁ :\ wﬂﬂ rc

Notery Publle In end for Santa awmn
County, State of California. :

sbove written.

-2-
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Rishard Y, Eressani, Nosary Pablic in and for the
Oounty of Santa Clara. State of Califorzis
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in apt for the Coumiy of Bama Clara, personally sppeared imrgawet P, Osborns
and 4. B. Osborme knowmn %o ne to be the perscns whose mmes ars subscrided %e
the foregoing ivstrument. and they soknowledged to me thet they exscuted the
sams, o
(FOTARIAL SEBAL) Robers 4. FE$ jo. Nodary Fudlic of the State
of Oslifornis, in snd for the County of samnta
Clars,
YILING ¥O. 2008
Filsd for record at the requast of Ban Jose Abstyest i Title Irmurenne
as fepd 12 2, 2. 1921 a2t 20 min past 4 ¢'Adeak P. K.
D. J. FLAMKERX XECORDER
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DEED

HARGARET P. OSBORNE and

A. E. OSBORNE =~ . ~=r
!._5,‘_&3
to

gm ST.H OF CALIFORNIA.

TS TR TraYsY
GU-UNIG2
AT T T

S!:lai'. Lt UI: CJNTROL
THE 2.9A% Ay or

,..__MAM—-’QEA‘

PROPERTY AGERT

- 1n the offioe of the dearetary of B
OF THE STATE o7 GA‘;:’L" Dﬁ;;r
MARI 194

)
OF STATE

S S T et s e s




mMJS nam’:i

"TﬂIS INDEXTURE made and entered {nto thia_Lj}?day of
w 1952, by and betvedn the State of CAlil‘nrnlr,

.acttnz by cnd thronrh the Director of Flnance, hprninafte' callrd

GrnntoA, and The Rezents of tve Untversity nf California, here-

{nefter called Orapt-e,,'"'
’ E Lz £EIR:
‘Thnt tho Qrantor, sursuant to nnthority contnined in

Chanter 137, Statutcs nf 1951, has granted and convpycd ard ty
thpqn nresents does hereby g%\nt and convey unto Grantes for use

in nrr!culturnl research that certatn real =rascrty sttuate 1-

(2

. the rnvrty cr Sants. C‘ara. State of- Calttnrrtr, parttcula*ly

dpsrrtbpd aa rol‘ou«:
Ber‘nntng at County Surveyor'c,ctatiﬂn 39 &-66.47
o tha Lne Crtng-Santa Clcra Rosd a® rarked by a brass
. vlugin the center ~f the ronrd, at tha Northeact cnrne= ~f
" tha Southea=t nuarter of -t-e Northeast ruarte~ »f Sectt-~—
&, Towriel{~ 7 South, Ranre 1 West, Mt, Diablo Rase and
Meridian: thense South O° 1A' Fast,. 370.2 feet alonp the
car*sr Yinr of Lthe Los CGatos-Sante Clrva Poad; North £37
S 48T Yeet 63,2 feet; North 269 4! Vest 251.7 feet: llorth
[RQ0 44t vost, L17.5 féet: South 07 161 Lest, 221.0 feat:
Santh AQ T #41 Fast, €0.0 feety North 02 let fast, 0.0
’Pﬂt' Somthr 297 l/' Fast J67.8 feet: South 0’ 16' Vert, o
SO0 fecty W 297 3R Wast, 754.90 feat wlong the: rﬂ-’nﬂ"v
boundary ¢ +he- “*nnv*tv o‘ _F. F. Hurlbert; North 0" 14¢
Yagt, 804,11 fent to the certp" of the Northenct rurrtp"
~f Fncf‘*r
4P sAutbanT v "rﬂ cf the Prnne Ridge ;ract tn ttc n«'rt ~f
Yertemine, . i : . . <

e - C see
.

Oant:'niap 12..~ 'crnc *ﬂ“o er ieeo, lreg phe r*y
rand rlept 0w y ”..5 acres., :

Torpt'm* with all nnd thrular thn tnne"ent . lé“t'f‘e*
ety wnd un*u*fn-;ncnc thvrnnrto tplnnrirz, ~r in any w‘:p;_
appertaining, v the revaseirn nr rover;inus.A,v»ninder =nd_

mrnirders, rents, tssuee snd wrofits thereof,

A LR AU TO UOLD all and sinfular the cald crentres,

to etees yith the anurternances,. Unto the scid Grortee fovever,




-

+
.

mz498 ;.m

‘hr-mz eo uu;‘c&pur J.W 1 1: ‘nereby -uc-a and

ucxmo. me zm: mum o’ sn& sfoperty in nid cuunty knovn

as \fmnﬁqcnct prl Bau ot Cuurornu contuning 5. 78 acres
° R T

vnlch is prﬁmly nuc by ‘the quittu ol’ said hone is not

-_s

mcm&od Ln thu ¢unt ‘d conny:neo nor .in saia deacriptlon and
shall rmain meoct to thc nm-dxcuon and control of- the '

. Department or 'utc!'m n'rura. i

. In tbe emt l'hc Be;-:n or t.ho Um"rslty of California
shall by rnoluuoqlt any tm dotemxn- thdt the whole or any

~ part or tbo proptrty zrlntod usd oonvmd hcrcunder Ls no longer
doairablo or necunry (‘or use in ngricultunl research, the xee
titla t.o uid pmporty dncuhcd in auch ruolution gshall revert . to. |

and vest m tbo Stato ot Caliromu upon the recording or such resolu—A .

‘ tlon ir the ofﬂclal racordl ot tna Caunty of Santa Clara, State of

.

Caltfornla. e U A
- IN VIIBLS& m:amt. tha Sta.te has’ caused trese pre'ents -

’ to be executed tha day and ,year nr;t abou vritten,

aum: OF romxn
JAMES 8. D ' *»

Director or Finance

. ...-. . - .
P . m- . - ~ I

-




e Tty - D e s e -
.v‘.‘ : ' ) BTA“ 0' CALI'OEIIA } '. - D‘ - ' e . . ~. . . Coe " s K
. . . Ob‘ ; R . o . E

e, . on :nu Z%h dAy of __Septeaver , 1952, . oo
T boforc ze _ju_ug Jettasicx Z_, & Notary Public in and . R
for naid County and ..tntc, personally appearec_ . ’ ’ S

_jm; 5. Lean , known to e to be the __ . o

§
] N T ,Dxrector or Nmnu of.the: 6t&te of c.uuumia that exe-
|

. cutad the uthm mstmmant} ann also known to ne to be . -
: the peraon &ho encuted the wlmin mstru:aent on uehulf
-b I - or the State of cuuumxa therem nazed &nc ucknowledged
=} oo to :ne that the Stite. or Caurornla exccuted the saze. RE
I L oL x.r"ns.,., WHEMEOF, 1 have heceunto et my S LE
-

. ’ . khan" ena aftixeu ay- ornuu aeal at. d,y ouu.e in tac a‘uc oo . '. ot
! ‘ o
¢

‘Cannty a.xc. Sf.at'e atoresn(., tne aLy uno jEuI‘ wn- thla cer- °

tu‘lu.te flr..z ubcve written.

4

Notary rubiic in and for the (.ounty ST T
‘of-Eacrazentg, State of California ~~° . - h N

" My tomalssion expires liov. <7, 1355. SRR,
' s B
I PR Lt e T e N g D wwm e ‘v . . . >
o N s O
d -
- ”.
- k
X
.
.\\ e

s g2 sy o o w0 o h s o
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R FESOLVED, that this corporstion, T RENENTS OF THE UNIVe
' DHSITY O CALIFLRNTA, sccept and does hereby sccept a deed or deeds
' from the DIRECT(E (P-FINAICE, STATE CP CALIFCRITA, covering all of
that certain Teal property in the County of Sants Clara, State of = )
Californis dedcribed as followsy . s
' * Deglaning. at County Surveyor's Station 39 4 £6.L2 on
the Los Qatos-3anta Clars Hosd as marked by a brass plug
‘in the center of the road, at the Northeast corner of the
Southeast quarter of the Northeast quartcr of Seotian 15, .
Township 7 South, kange 1.West, }it. Diablo Rase and Jeridiasn;
thence South O 1L Fast, 370.2 feet alonz the center line I
" . of the Los Gatos-Santa. Clara Road; North 85° LSt west 3931,2
‘feat) North 26° 1Lt West 251.9 feel; North 8%° LLt West, ,
L17.5 feet; South 0° 16t West, 231.G%feet; South 85° LLt East,
- 60,0 feet; North 0°:16¢.Eaat, 30.0- fyet;. South 850 Lkt zast
;- 26748 fect) South 0%:16¢ West,, 200,0 feat; N .87° 36t tioat,
12L.90 feet along the nartherly boundary of the praverty of | - -
© * Fe Lo Nurlberty Korth 09 164 rast, 5541 fcet to the ceater
' of the lortheast quarter of Seoticn 15; thenco South £59 1Ly
- Eeat, 1317.0 feet along the agatherly line of the Prune ;ddze .
- .eract to the point of bepinning. : o . .
- - . - Contalning 12,2 stres, nore or leas, less coun'y rcad
right of way, 0.25 seres, - ‘ .

-

R | I, WEIMT Mt UNDEAITLL, Secretary of THTUICNESS oF T .

e €1 e s & v iy TaLIWNTIA, 8 corporotion, (ZLIUY CRLTIFY thut the
foreroins 13 a full, true.and correct coyr of action of cald cornora-
tien by resolution, tu:en at a duly called. nmetin: therro? at - whiiok -
2 quorus.of .3ald jtegents vas present and actingg that-all nrezeat
voted in favor 3 said rezalatlonjthat the sald rpsolution has not
been anmlled or.revoied, bgt ie atUl 4n full fogcp and effect. <o

-

. L ISWITIETS WRELTCF, x-ha-.-é-heiuix:iebfugned v naze an .-
» . R - I T srpy, 52
affixed the 3eal of ‘?5;!““‘*.235?199 t‘xis 2 ‘cay ?f vy 19?4. .

wegents ol
Califernia, -

- 827799
82498 sz 148
i

Cler 225

Oty ngesung . B L
D ml’.\cww""~ o i oo

COMPARED




; Recorded April 29, 1963 as
Tracer s Document No. 2393103 in

Book 6003, Page 8, Officijal
DEED Records of Santa Clara Count

THIS INDENTURE made and entered into thls 18th day of March, 1963,
S by and between the State of Caltfornla, acting by and through the Director of
v"; Finance, herelnafter calied Grantor, and The Regents of the University of Callfe

ornla, hereinafter called Grantes,

NITNESS

EIu:

That the Grantor, pursusat to authority contalned In Chapter 337,
Statutes of 1951, has granted and conveyed and by these presents does hereby
grant and convey unto Grantes for use In agricultural research that certain
real property situate in the County of Santa Clars, State of Callfornla, par-

ticularly described as follows:

Situate in the southeast 1/h of the northeast 1/4 of Section 15,
T75, RIW, HOBSM, Santa Clara County, Californla, described as follows:

Commencing at County Surveyor's Station 39¢66.42 on the Los Gatos-
Santa Clara Road as merked by a brass plug in the center of the road, at
the northeast corner of the southeast 1/4 of the northeast 1/4 of Sectlon
15; thence South 0° I4' East 370.2 feet along the center line of the Los
Gatos-5anta Clars Road and North 89° 45 West 30.00 feet to the TJRUE POINT
OF BEGINNING of this description; thence North 89° 45' West 363.2 feet; thence
North 26° 14' West 251.9 feet; thence North 89° i4' West 417.5 feet; thence
South 0° ]6' West 281.0 feet; thence South 89" hi' East 60.0 feet; thence
North 0° 16' East 30.0 feet; thence South 89° bk' East 267.8 feet; thence
South 0° 16' West 200.0 feet to the South line of that certaln parcel of
land conveyed to the State of Callfornla by M. P. Osborne by Deed dated
September 12, 1921; thence South 89° 36' East along sald South line 385
feet wore or less to » point 212.00 feet West of said Centerline of Los
Gatos-Senta Clara Road measured along sald South line and Its easterly
prolongation; thence North 0° 14' West parallel with Los Gatos-Santa Clera
Rosd, 130.00 feet; thence South 85° 36' East parallel with sald South Iine
182.00 feet; thence North 0° 14' West 97.0 feet to the point of beginning,
containing 5.08 acres more or jess.

Together with all and singular the tenements, hereditaments, and
appurtensnces thereunto belonging, or in any wise appertaining, and the reversion

or reversions, remainder and remsinders, rents, Issues and profits thereof.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all and singuler the sald premises, together with

the appurtenances, unto t#eitléfﬂnne forever.

in the Office of the Secratary of State
of the State of California

MAR 1'3 1964
- - FRANK M, JHOMY, Soriry of il

Br Avistent Secrvtary of S1ote 6 9 - 3 lg




e

’

;

Pursuant to said Chapter 337 It Is hareby stated and declared that the

Y, - portion of the property in sald county known as the Department of Veterans Affalrs

Office Bullding, Santa Claras, containing approximately .543 acres which Is presently [~
used by the Department of Veterans Affairs Is not included in this grant end con-
veyance nor In sald description snd shall remsin subject to the jurisdictlon and
control of the Department of Veterans Affalrs.
In the event The Regents of the University of Callfornia shall by
resolution at sny time determine that the whole or any part of the property
granted and conveyed hereunder Is no longar desirable or necessary for use In
agricultura]l research, the fee title to sald property described In such resolution
shall revert to and vest In the State of Callfornla upon the recording of such
resolution In the officlal records of the County of Santa Clara, State of Callfornia.
IN WITRESS WMEREOF, the State has caused thess presents to ba executed

the day and year first above written.

Robert L. Harkness
Deputy Dirsctor

«s Chief

Pronaetu Aveulaloloan B2 Bl

STA'TE OF CALIFORNIA ) ss
County of Sscramento )

On this 1Bth day of March, 1963, before me, Grace H. Rader, s Notary Public
in and for the County of Sacramento, State of California, personally eppeared
Robert L. Harkness, known to me to bs ths Deputy Dirsctor of Finance of the State
of Catifornia, 2nd known to me to be the person who exscuted the within instrusent
on behalf of s2ld State of Lallfomls end acknowlsdged to me that he exscuted the

same as the froe act and deed of sald Stats of Californla.

Vitness my hand and offliclal seal.

s ) ¢
5
e T/ Lol
GRACE H. RADER. Notary Public,
State of Californis - Principst Difics. Sacraments County

My Commission Expires Jan, 18, 1967
1108 O St.. Room 317, Sacramento 14, Calif.




Pursusnt to sald Chapter 337 It Is hersby stated and declarsd that the

portlon of the property In sald county known as the Departmsnt of Vetsrans Affalrs
0ffice Bullding, Santa Clara, containing approximately .543 acres which is presently
used by the Department of Veterans Affalrs Is not included In this grant and con=
veyance nor in sald description and shall remsin subject to the jurlsdiction and
control of the Department of Vetersns Affalrs.

~ In the event The Regents of the niversity of Californla shall by
resolution at any time deterzine thet ths whols or any part of the property
granted and conveyed hereundsr is no longsr desirable or nscessary for use In
agricultural research, the fee title to sald property described in such resolution
shall revert to and vest In the State of Californla upon the recording of such

resolution in the officlal records of the County of Santa Clara, State of Callfornla.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the State has caused these presents to be executed

the day and year first above written.

/] Robert L. Harkness
Beputy Director

APPROVED:

7 e
Ot Vineont L36.. Colef
Property Acqulsltlon Division

,\"M,/_,,z s z'(..)
‘Thn-s H, Claytom—
Senlor Coghsel




CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE

This £s to certify that the intsrest in real property
conveyed by the dged. dated March 18, 1963, from the Director
of Finance, State of Celifornia, to THE REGENTS OF THE
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, 2 governmental agency, is hereby
accepted by the undersigned officer on behalf of The Regents
of the University of Caiifornin pursuant to authority coo-
ferred by resolution of The Regents of the University of j
California adopted on April 19, 1963, and the grantee here-
by consents to fecordation_the:eof by its duly authorized

officer.

Dated; April 25 » 1963.

Qs .
e Pl

e
. . Secretary of
THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

V.

pebizii-e

2.....»1!'" au AN

(R |
cqUo Do Lo o
we et 69-3 -+



THIS 1MENTIRE sads and entered Inte this 18th dey of Mareh, m)‘.,f '
by nd betmsen: the Stats of Callfernia, ssting by end through the Direster of
Tinanen, hersinattar caliod Graater, and The Nogants of the Wlveralty of talife
orals, herslinefrer called Srentse, S

X1IR53221I2:

Thet the Sranter, purseset te suthority seatsined In Chapter 337,.
Statutes of 193], hee greated and conveysd snd by these presents huhnby
grent and ssavey uate Srantss for wee In sgrieultare] resesrch that sertaln B

resl preperty situsts In the Comnty of Seats Clare, State of hufornh.

e

._ * tlenlariy dessribed oo fol lawm: ¢

Sitwate In the seuthesst 1/M of the merthesst 1/h of Sectien IS,
T73, RIV, RBeN, Senta Clare Cownty, Callfernia, doseribed o3 follewe:

Commansing ot County Surveyer's Stetion 39064.41 en the Les Satee~
Senta Clare Meed 83 meried by & brass ‘!n in the center of the read, at -
the aerthasst sornar of the sewthesst I/8 of the nertheest 1/0 of Sestion -
151 thames South #° 13 Zast 379.2 fest aleng the senter 1ine of the Lee
SotesSaata Clare Reod and ferth 09" 45" Weat 38.C0 feet ta the TRUE POINT
OF BE81ING of thin desaription; thence Nerth l!’ A5 Wpet 343.2 fest] thenes
North 3" 14 Mest 25).9 feet; thence Nerth A, West A17.5 feet] themce
South & 16° Weat 201.0 feot} themee South W' Iast 60.0 fest] thamse
North 9 16° Last 36.9 feot) thence Sewth M Rost 297.8 feot] thence -
Seuth 3° i6° Hest 300.8 feal to the Sewth 1ine of that certale parcei ef
lond to the State of Callfernia by N. P. Sedur~e by Jeed duted
Septembor 12, 1921} thenes Seuth 09° 36' Last sleny seld Sowth Jine 393
fest sare or lees te & point 712.00 feot Yest of sald Conterline of Los
Satse~lonta Clara Aeed nassured aleng said South line snd its easterly
prel tisni thenes Karth &° 1IN’ Wast perelle) with Los Satocs=fents Clars
fasd, 130,00 fesi) thence Sewth 89" ¥° Laet parsilel with sald Seuta iine
182,08 fest] thense Hurth & 1A% tast 97.8 foet te the peint of bagimming,
ontsining 5.98 acres more or loes.

Together with 8]l aad singuisr the 1enements, beared!taments, and
appurtensases thereunts belenging, or In sny wise appertaining, and the reversion
or reversions, reminder and remair rs, reats, isswss and prefits thureef,

TO PANS ANB TO JILD ali and singular the said prenisess, teogsther with

ERTR BRI

) ngf) w 8

B ."“:: .
1 lum:-v;'(",, s (""6

heg 23 1206 P UG63

e Py RN

the Appurtenaness, wnte the sald Grentse ferever,

o
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R "‘ﬁ%
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4
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2

e s




SN RN

[P QSIS

wa 60039 .
Pursusat to 5214 Chapter 337 It s horeby steted and doslored &”w T
portisn of the preperty ia sald coumty lnmm 88 the Meper of Vo .nm,.

100 Buliding, Sents Clors, seataining spprenimtsly JAD servs whlch s prasemtly
wed by the Deportment of Yeterens Affalrs is net included hanm.‘nﬁ

voyense ner ia sald deseription snd shell rensin subjest o the pvl;'h;lﬁ ond
- seatrel of the Bapertmeat of Vetersns Affairs. Py

in the sveat The legeats of the Bnlversity of Califernia shell) by

prentad snd comvoyed horomder 13 ne longer deslirsblio or ressssery for wee In
spriewiturs) resesrih, the tes title 8o seld prewerty deserided In swsh resslution

_ressiution ot amy ties dotornise thet the wale o amy pert rf the preperty

liﬂllmudml l-&nm.fh!lhullqumn.dh.'.ﬁ“

resointion In the offlcisl reserv~ of the County of Saata Clare, State of Califernia.
1N VITHESS VAP, the Seate hee d these pr mocwted
the doy and yeer first shove written,

nosat,

2y SI2Y
Pnprt/y Asqisition Bivisien

™ this 18th dey of Nerch, 1983, befere ms, drace N, Rader, ¢ Metary Pablle
In snd for the County of lecremsats, Stato of Califernls, perssaslly appesred
Rebart L. Nerimess, t» ms to be the duputy Birester of Finmmes of the State
of California, snd hnmm to 58 to be the persen whe anssuted the wizdin instrument
on behelf of sald State of Callfernin snd scimmwicdped to ma that he enecuted the
same 38 the fres ast ond dund of sald Stats of Califernia.

Vitness my hand ond offlsie] seal.
Se;

o

CRACE N. R
Pete o8 Comturety - Pra
Al £ apger ot

HOB 43 M Koo V1% 0 e te Calil

.
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o 6003 5 19
SERTIZICATE of accryrancy

This s to cortify that the intsrest in real property
sonveyed by the desd, dated Narch 18, 1943, from the Direstir
of Finsnce, State of Caltlormis, to TIM AXCINTS OF TIX
UNIVERSITY OF CALIPORNIA, » §overiae “al agency, 13 heredy
Acceptad by the undersigned offt~gy o4 behalf of The Regents
of the Untversity of Californts pursuant to authority cone
ferred by resclution of The Regents of the Untvereity of
Califoinia .dopeed on April 19, 196), and the grantes heree
by consents to vecordation thareof by {ts duly suthorised
officer,

Dated; April 23

'!.blnury of
OFf THr UNTYERSITY OF CALIPORNIA

X&)

! .-i ST

v Z Sesnt 30"
FOREEY PR r A
Yl r-{y?t 'f' i, k




Page 1 ]

From: "Mike Norris" <Mike_Norris @ perlegen.com>
To: <planning @ci.santa-clara.ca.us>

Date: 10/19/2005 6:24:52 PM

Subject: BAREC

As a homeowner and resident of Santa Clara, I'm concerned about the
development of the BAREC site, from the perspectives of loss of open
space, loss of history and impact on the neighborhoods.

Open Space is something that, once lost, realistically, is not regained.
Santa Clara has made reasonable efforts to provide parks and open space,
but could do more. The BAREC site is a prime opportunity to provide

that benefit to the residents of the area. Open Space is not something

that should be reserved for the hill sides, but treasures like BAREC can
provide many of the benefits for many more people.

Although Santa Clara has made some efforts to preserve it's history,
such as the Harris Lass museum, it's sad to see the fundamental truth of
the valley lost. Agriculture is not about farm houses, packing sheds or
barns, fundamentally, agriculture is about land. It's about space,
distances, air and light. This valley was once known as the valley of
hearts delight, not because of it's magnificent farm buildings or
subdivisions, but because anything that could be grown in the United
States could be grown here. It was the largest contiguous orchard in

the world. It was not because of a collection of old buildings moved

after they were discarded, packed into the smallest lot that was

feasible. It was the space between that made history. BAREC allows
people to see what it takes to grow food - how much space it does or
does not consume. How hard is it to feed people from the land. The
preservation of BAREC would allow future generations to see what made
this valley the draw that it once was, the draw that Silicon Valley came
from.

As a resident of the neighborhood south of Santa Clara University, I'm
very concerned about the housing densities that are being proposed.
Living across from Panelli Place, and backing to Varsi Place, | have a
very hard time maintaining composure when the city, yet again, appears
to be allowing such a travesty to occur. 100+ units in 17 acres? My
God, what is being considered? s the city going to be duped, yet
again, into permitting building for "seniors" only to have the
development turned around to people who have no interest in the
community they live in or the people they live around? Wasn't Panelli
Place passed through with all the appearances of goodwill? Isn't it, or
Varsi Place, a case in point about the impact of putting high density
housing in a low density neighborhood? Is that what we, as a city,
want? With some effort by people who are more than willing to provide
it, a community garden/educational center can build community, can
educate residents, can foster a higher quality of life and satisfaction.

| know it's not trivial to save the space, but compared to creating new
open space such as this, once it is gone, it is, at least, possible.

Besides, I'd rather my city not be getting the kind of press the Metro
is giving it...

Sincerely,
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Mike Norris
445 Alviso St
Santa Clara
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From: <gbl@racestreetfoods.com>

To: <planning@ci.santa-clara.ca.us>
Date: 10/11/2005 11:11:40 AM
Subject: BAREC

Dear Ms. Sciara:

We are 52 year residents of Dorcich Street and have some concerns
regarding the proposed development of BAREC, 90 North Winchester
Avenue. Our main concern is with traffic. We have already
experienced an increase in traffic on Dorcich Street with the
expansion of Valley Fair and the addition of Santana Row. It's not
difficult to imagine what the addition of high density housing will

have on an already impacted Stevens Creek and Winchester Boulevards.

We can foresee Dorcich Street becoming the preferred route with a
subsequent high volume of traffic.

It is also important to us to maintain an open space. The proposed
plans show the open area in the center of the project. If this

project does proceed, we would like to see more open space adjacent
to our property line.

Finally, amd most importantly, BAREC has been an important part of
our city's history. It was described as an "historical treasure” in

an article published by the California History Center Foundation at
DeAnza College. There are many possibilities to maintain this area

as a unique teaching/research facililty including, but not limited

to, a Center for Environmental Studies (in cooperation with Santa
Clara University and Mission College). There has been interest by

the Ecological Farming Association which is located in Watsonville to
be based on the BAREC property. Also, The Center for Agroecology and
Sustainable Food Systems, UC Santa Cruz would relocate to BAREC if
agriculturally zoned.

Agriculture played a major role in the development of Santa Clara
County. BAREC offers us a unique opportunity to maintain a samll
piece of that history for our grandchildren and generations to come
in the future.

Thank you for your consideration in this important issue.

Sincerely, Gino and Lucianna Barsanti
3217 Dorcich Street
San Jose, CA 95117
(408) 296-1232
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From: "Angela D'Orfani" <adorfani@pacbell.net>
To: <planning @ci.santa-clara.ca.us>

Date: 10/11/2005 9:06:23 AM

Subject: EIR santa clara gardens (BAREC)

For the EIR

90 N. Winchester Bivd.

As a neighbor of BAREC for the past 13 years | have had the opportunity to speak with most of my
neighbors regarding the property, many of whom have lived in the area for 30 or more years. In my
conversations | have learned of 6 cancer victims within a 1 block radius. This is by no means a complete
assessment of all cancer cases in the neighborhood, only ones that came up in casual conversation. |
have been told of aerial spraying of the property that occurred in the past. | would like the EIR to include
an analysis of cancers in the immediate neighborhood. | would like a complete record of all
chemicals/pesticides that have been used on the property in the past and analysis of the soil for their
continued presence or the presence of potentially hazardous breakdown products of the chemicals. Any
potential link of chemicals used on the site and a possible cancer cluster in the neighborhood should be
made clear in the EIR. The disruption of the soil on the site will expose all in the vicinity to any substances
in that soil, it will also contaminate the adjacent properties.

Angela D'Orfani
535 Pineview Dr
San Jose

408 243 6887
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From: K C <historycalkc @yahoo.com>

To: <planning @ci.santa-clara.ca.us>

Date: 10/11/2005 5:01:15 PM

Subject: Santa Clara Gardens 90 North Winchester - BAREC

TO: The Citizens of Santa Clara and their Council
Members

Date: October 11, 2005
From: Kathleen Casey-Coakley

Subject: Santa Clara Gardens; The Cement Gardens of
Santa Clara which should remain BAREC; 90 NORTH
WINCHESTER, SANTA CLARA.

| don’t even recognize Santa Clara City anymore the
Good Life in Santa Clara looks Gone!

| will be watching for your EIR report and have fellow
chemical analysis finish this process with other
reports to compare to your own. | think a traffic
study alone, would find your city council
irresponsible for placing Senior Citizens at BAREC,
for the traffic alone.

Seniors response time to stop a car and their lower
way of walking across busy huge crosswalks makes your
city council WRONG for developing BAREC.

| am a 3rd generation born in the Bay Area of Northern
California. The Santa Clara valley has been my home
all my life.

In the past ,| worked for Dohrman Envirotech
Corporation a environmental water analysis equipment
manufacture in Santa Clara City; | also worked for Sun
Microsystems which was irresponsible for developing
the property of Agnew State Hospital. Most of the ¢
citizens at Sun Microsystems my age did NOT want to
develop Agnew land for corporate use, but the
developers won. Who are these people? Are they so
low to do these things

Now, | hear that your council is irresponsibly

developing the BAREC LAND and taking land that belongs
to their citizens and placing a senior housing project

in one of the most congested and toxic areas of Santa
Clara, The Winchester and Valley Fair Shopping area.

| suggest to anyone, would you want to live your last
days in such an area? The BAD planning of the tearing
down of Town and Country Village into a huge concrete
eye sore “Santa Row” is going to be the biggest ghost
town ever.
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I can not see any Senior Citizens driving in and
around this 5 mile square area and not killing
someone. | think the real reason for this development
is the side your council is hiding, other side of the
coin; which is market value “The sales of condos or
apartments”. IF Santa Clara’s planning department was
original and creative, the council should have put
more on condos on top of Santa Row and Valley Fair
redevelopment of their stupid parking structure. This
area isn’t New York City but if you want it to look

like it, your quaint City of Santa Clara is succeeding

to make Santa Clara one of the biggest LA type
concrete jungles yet.

Why don’t you put Senior Housing closer to the POLICE
STATION or the Downtown area? How long does it take
the average 80 year old senior citizens cross a cross
walk without stopping? Show me a graph with 100
senior crossing Winchester and Stevens Creek. Will
they make it across or be hit by a car?

| believe you are all in favor of the developers, who
are looking for land to develop and not concern about
the history or future of Santa Clara City.

Yahoo! Music Unlimited
Access over 1 million songs. Try it free.
http://music.yahoo.com/unlimited/
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From: "O'Neill, Teresa" <teresa.oneill@hp.com>
To: <planning @ci.santa-clara.ca.us>

Date: 10/11/2005 6:39:46 PM

Subject: BAREC EIR Question

Dear Ms. Sciara,

| have a question for the Santa Clara Planning Department re the
Environmental Impact Report that is in progress for the rezoning of the
BAREC property. How will the City of Santa Clara mitigate the loss of
the agricultural land to environmental and agricultural education and
food production programs?

Thank you for your consideration of my question.
Sincerely,

Teresa O'Neill

Hewlett-Packard Company
Legal Department

inbound Alliance Contracts
t-408-447-8091 {-408-447-2266

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This transmission may contain information which
is confidential and/or legally privileged. The information is intended

only for the use of the individual or entity named on this transmission.

If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

disclosure, copying, or distribution of the contents of this

transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

transmission in error, please notify us by telephone at the above number
immediately. Thank you.
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From: "Cameron M. Colson" <cameroncolson @ californiacompliant.com>
To: <planning @ci.santa-clara.ca.us>

Date: 10/11/2005 4:47:43 PM

Subject: 1) No Project Alternative

To whom It may concern:
SUBJECT: A reasonable Alternative.

SCOPE: Consider an alternate use for the site:
90 North Winchester Development Project
Files PLN2003-03744, PLN2003-03745, PLN 2003-03958 and
CEQ2003-01011
APN 303-17-48 and 49
SCH No. 2003072093

The interests known as SAVE BAREC or Friends of BAREC further known as the
spublic, community, or citizen(s) &, would like the decision making body for

the City of Santa Clara, California, entrusted with all future

considerations to deem it appropriate and beneficially superior for all

parties interests; to establish an earth/community

resource center and soil laboratory within the confines of the entire 17

acre site.

The function of the laboratory will be to assure that the soil is returned

to a useable condition for future education to K-12, college/university, and
a forum for local continuing educational opportunities in these related
sciences and trades.

When considering the following matters these authors must consider:
< Emergency preparedness and disaster planning for residents.
< Energy required to move the soil to offsite storage.
< Exhaust emitted by the heavy construction equipment for removal and
transport.
< Future cleanup and cradle to grave liability with offsite disposal.
< Environmental Liability for bad decision making.
Ref. www.Igean.org GoTO Hot Topics then click Envnronmental Liability.
< Historical significance of the site loss
< Terrestrial Biology unique to the Valley
< other Land Use implications
< Visual Resource loss of immediate residences
< Air Quality implications of PM during the construction
< Noise and related vibration annoyances to vast amount of active retirees
in the area
< Implications to this as a Cultural Resource for future generations.
< Hazardous Materials onsite and extending to contiguous land owners
< Loss of Earth Resources
< Storm Water Quality and the Clean Water Act with construction pre and post
construction
< Public Service requirements to support this site workforce and accommodate
employee parking offsite
< Transportation/Traffic/ and Air quality impacts anticipated from the daily
needs associated with the plans post development
< cost of Agricultural Resource which will be lost forever.
< Recreational opportunity for future generations
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< Population/Housing realities with contamination affecting health of indoor

air.
< collateral construction to hookup Utilities/Service Systems or then
needing to be upgraded
As well as;

1) Growth Inducing Impacts;

2) Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes;

3) Significant, Unavoidable Impacts;

4) Alternatives to the Project

Since the EIR Authors must submit, a reasonable range of alternatives to the
project, for evaluation, and these alternatives could include: a No Project
Alternative.

Under the, 2no projecttd header the community and corporate sponsors elect to
support a future community garden plan.

Santa Clara Gardens, not a residential development but an earth community
resource center.

Should the responsible trustee(s) request a more detailed plan under the 3no
projecttd paradigm | would be happy to insert ideas for a successful clean-up
and implementation for the chosen not for profit or chosen community
interest group.

Respectfully submitted by email.

Cameron M. Colson

CameronColson* inc.
Dba. CAMCO

656 Taylor Avenue. Sunnyvale, California 94086

408-374-4935

cameroncolson @ californiacompliant.com

CcC: <HistoricalandLandmarks @ci.santa-clara.ca.us>
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From: <BROCHES45@aol.com>

To: <planning@ci.santa-clara.ca.us>
Date: 10/20/2005 7:45:15 PM
Subject: BAREC

We are in favor of saving the BAREC property! Please no more housing in that
area. Please let us have open space ...... a park. Develop with the

existing businesses in the area so they can use it too....Ex. have a stage and they
can use it for fashion shows, etc.

Ariene Rusche and Clara Brock
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From: "Marguerite Lee (mflee)" <mflee@cisco.com>

To: <planning @ci.santa-clara.ca.us>

Date: 10/10/2005 1:51:40 PM

Subject: Comments on the EIR for Santa Clara Gardens/90 N Winchester Bivd., Santa Clara, CA

To Whom It May Concern,

| live a few houses away from the site that is known as BAREC at 90 N.
Winchester Blvd. in Santa Clara, CA. | am very concerned that the City
of Santa Clara is supporting any form of housing on it. There are so
many issues with this, not the least of which has to do with toxins and
contaminants.

A more pressing need that | think you will find is the need for urban
agriculture and growing food locally. We need to keep what little
agriculture land we have in this area and used it appropriately for
agricultural purposes, not for housing. All the agriculture land is
getting moved further away from the urban areas and there is no easy way
to get to it any more. With the cost of fuel and energy rising, the only
logical choice is to have urban agriculture in our cities. This type of
land use has proven to not only pay for itself and sustain the land, but
also generate income, i.e., a profit. Just take a look at what UC Santa
Cruz is doing. | continue to voice concern about this project and
suggest this land be kept 100% agriculture...which it is currently zoned
for already.

Here are some comments, questions, and concerns that | would like you to
incorporate in your EIR report:

1. How will new development around Santana Row, specifically the parking
lot at the corner of Olsen Drive and Winchester, impact traffic in the

area? It is currently a flat space on Winchester, but there is no doubt

it will turn into a developed area with housing and parking. How are you
taking this into consideration?

2. What is the cost of "no project?"

3. What is the cost impact to the City of Santa Clara if nothing is done
to the land? Specifically, what is the annual cost for keeping the land

"as is?"

4. What will happen if the Century 21 and Century 22 theaters area
developed into housing?

5. How far into the future are your studies looking? For example, is

this a one year study with a project timeline of five years? How are you
deriving the numbers? Please give all assumptions and conclusions, not
just summaries. Please be specific.

6. How much will the infrastructure upgrades to the land cost the City
of Santa Clara initially?

7. How much will the on-going maintenance of the land cost the City of
Santa Clara?

8. How much will the on- going maintenance of the infrastructure cost
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the City of Santa Clara?

9. How many additional City of Santa Clara employees, e.g., additional
headcount or fractions of people, will be needed to support this type of
development on this land?

10. How much additional workload for the City of Santa Clara's EMS, fire
and police will be needed to support the 165 unit senior housing complex
(typically needing more service than traditional single family homes) as
well as the 110 single family homes? How is this being calculated?

11. What fire station will support this property? What is the current
staffing at this location?

12. Which police station will support this property? What is the current
staffing at this location?

13. What City of Santa Carla hospital will support this property? What
is the closest hospital?

14. What studies are being done on the property to examine the native

and potentially endangered wildlife and birds on the property? On

October 9, 2005, two people witnessed a Red Winged Falcon. How will you
mitigate any impact?

15. Many people have also cited seeing white owls which potentially have
an endangered status. What research is being done on this?

16. What studies are being done on the migratory birds that use the

land? Many of the birds are seasonal, some only staying for two weeks a
year. How is this being addressed? What will happen to these birds? What
will the City of Santa Clara do about it?

17. | am extremely worried about the toxins and pollutants on the land.

I heard from a neighbor that someone has directly poured cement into a
fuel tank or some hole in the ground. How is this being researched? How
will you test all parts of the soil? What is being done to test the soil

in the surrounding neighborhood?

18. Has any research been done to address the potential cancer cluster
around the BAREC land? A neighbor listed at least 8 houses surrounding

the property where a person either contracted or died from cancer. Many
have since moved from the area so the number may be much higher than we
are aware of. | certainly cannot imagine elderly people and small

children living and breathing somewhere that is not environmentally

safe. | fear that more illnesses will occur as new families move in.

Will the soil clean up be done organically and safely? How will you

guarantee my safety and the safety of the neighbors and community?

Please enter all these guestions in your process and make them part of
the official record. Please also confirm that you you received this

email.

Thank you for your time,

Marguerite Lee
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598 N Henry Ave, San Jose, CA 95117 408-525-9910
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From: <peckos @comcast.net>

To: <planning @ci.santa-clara.ca.us>
Date: 11/6/2005 5:29:11 AM

Subject: Santa Clara gardens

Dear Ms. Sciara,

We are writing to you to support the effort to maintain Santa Clara Gardens and 90 North Winchester
Avenue, Santa Clara as open agricultural space rather than any other use.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this matter,

Jim Petkiewicz

Margaret T.M. Petkiewicz
916 Wren Drive

San Jose, CA 95125
peckos @comcast.net
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’ City of Santa Clara
f City Council and Coungil Offices
e 1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050

Dear Santa Clara City Council: LA

The 17 acres of the University of California Agricultural Research Center (BAREC) is a unique
one of a kind place. The research on this property has been vital to individua!l health and to such
environmental issues as recycling, pollution reduction, drought, Santa Clara and San Mateo
County historical weather records, and appropriate plants for our soil and climate. With its closing
the 500 plus Santa Clara County Master Gardeners no longer have a home to educate the public
about these important issues. For these and many more reasons | urge you to keep the BAREC
property agriculturally zoned.

Since it was considered the State's leader in the ruralfurban interface issues and since it has
greatly contributed to our culture and history for over 140 years, | believe it is also important you
recognize its historical importance to our community and to the State by supporting its City, State,
and National Historical Registry status.

Because of its unique history and its location in the middie of our metropolitan area, the property
has great potential to bring federal, state, and private foundation meney to the City of Santa
Clara. The permanent jobs this would create and the good it could bring would far outweigh a
housing development which can go anywhere in the Valley and which would eventually become a
drain on the City's economy. This land could become a stimulus for new kinds of jobs not yst
seen in the Valley and help get us back on track to becoming a more diverse healthy economy.
This is something we need as Santa Clara County currently has the highest unemployment rate
in the Bay Area. "The average acre of farmiand in San Francisco earns $123,000 per year”
quoted from the Agriculture Census.

| urge you to demonstrate your visionary leadership for future generations and vote to keep these
17 acres agriculturally zoned.

Gratefully, o




SECRET GARDENS

DISTINCTIVE GARDENS

1698 HANCHETT AVENUE SAN JOSE CA 95128

408 292 9595 FAX 408 292 9166
kmathewson@secretgardensomcom www.secretgardens.com

October 11, 2005

Santa Clara Planning Department
1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050

RE: EIR for Santa Clara Gardens/BAREC at 90 North Winchester Blvd,
Santa Clara

TO: Santa Clara Planning Department

I am a member of the Save BAREC organization and the non-profit VIVA
(Valley Initiative for Values in Urban Agriculture and Horticulture). We
support keeping BAREC in 100 percent agriculturally zoned open space. I
believe that the EIR preparers should take as much time and space for “No
Housing Project” as they should for the Santa Clara Gardens Housing
Proposal. You should continue to use the word BAREC on all correspondence
until the time the project actually begins to be constructed. The community
knows it as BAREC and it is not fair to them to not recognize the name and,
therefore, not respond to the proposed housing project because they do not
recognize the name.

VIVA has made the State an offer to purchase BAREC at the price the UC
Regents stated it was worth at the last meeting they discussed BAREC.
VIVA’s proposal is to keep it agriculturally zoned so it could continue to help
improve the community. The Guadalupe Coyote Resource Conservation
District has written the State and told them that they want and need BAREC
to fulfill their state mandated mission. Since they are a State agency, they
have priority over local organizations to lay claim on BAREC. The State
never informed them about BAREC’s availability. We were the ones that let
them know.



I have attached some ideas of what it could do including as an
environmental/agricultural education center for our schools both K-12 and
the universities. Visit our website www.savebarec.org for ideas and reasons
why BAREC should remain in agricultural open space. We have many
supporters for this idea and I have attached some of these letters. One of the
most important attached letters is from Dr. Carol Shennan, the Director of
the Agroecology and Sustainable Food Systems at UC Santa Cruz. The
following quote from her letter is important as you consider BAREC’s future:

"If this parcel of land has the agricultural zoning removed, it would not only
be a tragic loss to the community’s heritage and its future, but also close the
door to any opportunities we may have in the future to pursue our research
and education work in the Santa Clara Valley.”

These questions need to be asked before determining if housing is essential
on BAREC: »

Why is the Santa Clara Valley community only addressing the need for “more
housing” and not the need for a balanced community?

What is the research that shows why senior housing is needed at BAREC and
cannot be place anywhere else?

Why is senior housing needed when there are vacancies in the entire senior
housing complexes near BAREC and in Santa Clara?

Research the county and city’s health care costs as they relate to children
with obesity and ADD and then read Last Child in the Woods: Saving Our
Children From Nature Deficit Disorder by Robert Louv. Then ask the
question: shouldn’t there be more nature in our children’s lives near where
they live and couldn’t BAREC help?

Why is housing being placed on BAREC when Mayor Mahan has stated that
there was a housing study made in 2002 that stated that Santa Clara’s five
year housing needs could be met in places other than BAREC?

Why is there no county park in District 4 where BAREC is located? Why is
this county district the only one with no county park? I am not talking about
linear creek trails as a park.

Regarding the need for San Jose, the County, and Santa Clara to discuss
BAREC as open space: (1) The San Jose City Council voted to help Santa
Clara keep BAREC in open space; (2) San Jose’s Parks Commission wrote a
letter supporting keeping BAREC in open space; (3) Mayor Mahan has said
on public television "If the county will step forward and say we will join with
the City of Santa Clara and purchase some of that [land] or if the City of San
Jose wanted to contribute, it would be marvelous. To have 17 acres reserved
as open space would be magnificent. I do not know that anyone of us sitting
here today would argue that fact." (4) San Jose bounds BAREC on two sides
and all addresses around BAREC have San Jose addresses; (5) the western
portion of San Jose near BAREC is greatly deficit in parks especially ones




that are not air and noise polluted by being under the flyway; (6) the county
pockets of land near BAREC have no open space to call their own; (7) San
Jose Councilmember Ken Yeager has tried to get a discussion going but has
been unsuccessful. Why cannot the two cities and County Supervisor for
District 4, Jim Beall, discuss these needs together? Please note that the
State never informed the San Jose City Council and Supervisor Jim Beall
about the availability of BAREC. We were the ones that did this. I have
attached our Power Point Presentation to Supervisor Jim Beall, which may
help you understand BAREC’s regional importance.

BAREC NATURE

There needs to be research on the birds, insects, and wildlife on BAREC, how
they are contributing to the health of our urban community (i.e. a bat eats
approximately 2000 mosquitoes in one night), and the unique species nesting
and visiting. This study needs to take place over many seasons (winter,
spring, and summer) since there are different species for different seasons on
the property. Ornithologists have told me that there are some birds on
BAREC not commonly found on the Valley floor. There are many unique
trees on the property that should be noted and saved. BAREC’s largest and
oldest trees are the largest of their species in the Bay Area and maybe even
California. This needs to be studied. Given that there is no water and
almost no shrubs for nesting, it is an amazing array of life! A large piece of
natural open space that is not sprayed with chemicals is rare in Santa Clara
Valley. Research the closest open spaces on the Valley floor that have similar
bird and wildlife as is found at BAREC (not linear creeks). I have attached
our website’s one page write-up about the different species found on BAREC
and their value.

BAREC HISTORY

Where will there be a museum for future generations to remember BAREC’s
unique contribution to agriculture and horticulture, to California’s Civil War
veteran families who lived on BAREC, to the many Valley; citizens who have
contributed to BAREC’s history and to Osborn Hall built on BAREC in the
1800s? Where will the urban agriculture and horticulture research and
education for our unique ecosystem and soils take place since it may no
longer be at BAREC? Where will BAREC’s historical weather station with its
records be placed? How will the historical BAREC buildings be preserved
(two were built in the early 1900s and the three greenhouses were donated by
the California Flower Growers Association in 1953)? If BAREC does become
housing, how will its history reflect the project’s architecture and landscape?



Shouldn’t there be requirements that the architectural styles, plants, site
details, and hardscape reflect the history of the site? Read The Californian
(August 2005) by Sharon McCray and published by the California History
Center Foundation (CHCF). It should be noted that CHCF believes BAREC’s
history is so rich and vast that they plan to write a book about it. Also, VIVA
is applying to place BAREC on the National Historical Registry. A quote
from John Steinbeck is appropriate: “How do we know it’s us without our
past?”

TRAFFIC

Traffic in this area is already some say the worst in the Valley. See the
attached recent San Jose Mercury News article about the traffic problems at
the closest freeway entrances and exits. A new housing development will
only increase the problems. Gratefully the City of Santa Clara recognizes
that Santa Clara Gardens will create an even greater regional transportation
problem. Other EIR commentators will address the local street problems so I
will address a problem that is not being addressed...our nearby state
highways.

BEFORE AND NOT AFTER the State is allowed to sell BAREC for profit to
developers they should be required to fix the nearby freeway problems for
#280 and #880 closest to BAREC. These are problems because of the State’s
poor planning, design, and community coordination. The exits and entrances
are backed up in many places. The freeways should connect directly to our
expressways and are not. I suggest that the State build direct
exits/entrances from #280 to San Thomas and St. Lawrence and SW
Expressways, from #880 to San Thomas Expressway, and from #101 to
Central Expressway. Why are there expressways if they are not connected to
major freeways? Expressways should not stop in the middle of nowhere.
There are also many poorly designed entrances/exits onto #280 and #880 that
are dangerous (like the Leigh/Bascom exit and entrances at #280) or are
poorly designed and cause traffic backup like the San Carlos exit/entrance at
#280 and #880 or the Winchester exit/entrance at #280 or the Saratoga
Avenue exit/entrance at #280. All of these are close to BAREC. Why are the
Santa Clara Valley cities and county continuing to allow the State to sell our
public land and not fix the problems they have created? Why is the State
allowed to do such a poor job landscaping and maintaining our freeways
when they do a better job in other parts of the State? The State made more
money off the Agnew sale than any other single sale in the state and they
should bring some of this money back to us by fixing our freeway problems.

BAREC RECORDS



There were BAREC history and research in its library before it closed.
Where did these records go? They need to be returned to the people of Santa
Clara County so we can document our history. When will this historical
documentation be returned to us?

Especially important is the documentation about every research project that
took place on BAREC. Where are the records of every chemical that was used
on each research project since the 1920s? Where are the records of the
chemicals that were sprayed by plane over BAREC and the community in the
1950s, 1960s, and 1970s? What chemicals were stored in the chemical shed
and for how long? What was the gasoline and diesel policy for running the
BAREC machinery? Where were the gasoline, diesel, and oil stored on the
property? What was the policy to dispose of old gasoline, diesel, and 0il?
Why has Dan Potash been taking samples of soil and/or water around the
chemical storage building? Note that Potash’s name has been on the buckets
to be tested. Why is there a new grate placed over a hole adjacent to the
chemical storage building which has filthy water at the bottom?

SOIL CONTAMINATION AND CLEAN-UP

BAREC has been an experimental research center for agriculture and
horticulture since the 1920s and there is no question that many experimental
chemicals have been used on the property. Who is/are the person/persons
who will test BAREC’s soil samples and what are their qualifications? Do
they have experience testing the life in the soil? If not, they should. We have
soil scientists who are consulting with us and we want to see the details of
how the soil will be tested before the work begins. We would be happy to
work with you on this and make recommendations. I have attached a letter
to VIVA from Cameron Colson who has offered to use his technology to help
clean up BAREC. This is one area we will watch closely so do not try to hide
anything. EPA gives grants for soil testing and you may wish to apply for
this. Since the State sprayed all the neighbors’ gardens and there is,
therefore, a strong possibility of vapor intrusion into their homes, you will
need to test the soil in all the neighbor’s back gardens as well as their indoor
air quality. This could very well be the reason why there are a tremendous
number of cancers in the neighborhood adjacent to BAREC. The
neighborhood cancer problems should be studied as well.

We want studies for the life in the soil and recommendations for how the soil
should be cleaned up biologically. If the State and city do not wish to have a
liability problem on their hands, they should clean up the soil thoroughly and
not move the top foot to another place. The soil contamination runs deep and
is in a gas form. Moving the soil around by taking it off the site or with



construction equipment will put the chemicals in the air and create even
more health problems for the community.

OPEN SPACE

The Senior Citizen high-rise three-acre open space park is being created
because of redevelopment/federal funding by our property taxes. So why is
the open space being located where the public cannot see and use it? The
Santa Clara Gardens plan which was presented at the October 3, 2005 Santa
Clara Gardens EIR meeting is not meeting the needs of the community. The
open space created for the space should do two things: (1) Create a walking
experience by connecting the community to the open spaces in the
development which will connect them to the shopping malls and regional bus
terminal across the street; (2) Create at least a 10 foot greenbelt around the
property to soften the views of the two story and high rise buildings to block
out the all the new urban sounds which will be created in the community.
The greenbelt and open spaces should have plants that attract birds and
butterflies and have water for them. The greenbelt should have tall and
narrow evergreen trees or shrubs that will block out the views of the 32 foot
two story buildings and the seniors high rises but not create too much shade
for the adjacent community. The greenbelt should have water sounds to
block out the noises that come from the development. The greenbelt and
open spaces should be carefully maintained by the development. If at any
time the BAREC Neighborhood Association has a problem with the Greenbelt
then they must be listened to. The landscape maintenance should be done by
an individual and not by a company and Master Gardeners should train this
person. We would like to approve the planting plan for the public open
spaces.

If you have any questions, do not hesitate to call me. Friends of BAREC and
VIVA look forward to a Santa Clara Gardens/BAREC EIR that is accurate
and does not leave anything out. We look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,
KHh Y )t r36m

Kathryn Mathewson
Owner, Secret Gardens



construction equipment will put the chemicals in the air and create even
more health problems for the community.

OPEN SPACE

The Senior Citizen high-rise three-acre open space park is being created
because of redevelopment/federal funding by our property taxes. So why is
the open space being located where the public cannot see and use it? The
Santa Clara Gardens plan which was presented at the October 3, 2005 Santa
Clara Gardens EIR meeting is not meeting the needs of the community. The
open space created for the space should do two things: (1) Create a walking
experience by connecting the community to the open spaces in the
development which will connect them to the shopping malls and regional bus
terminal across the street; (2) Create at least a 10 foot greenbelt around the
property to soften the views of the two story and high rise buildings to block
out the all the new urban sounds which will be created in the community.
The greenbelt and open spaces should have plants that attract birds and
butterflies and have water for them. The greenbelt should have tall and
harrow evergreen trees or shrubs that will block out the views of the 32 foot
two story buildings and the seniors high rises but not create too much shade
for the adjacent community. The greenbelt should have water sounds to
block out the noises that come from the development. The greenbelt and
open spaces should be carefully maintained by the development. If at any
time the BAREC Neighborhood Association has a problem with the Greenbelt
then they must be listened to. The landscape maintenance should be done by
an individual and not by a company and Master Gardeners should train this
person. We would like to approve the planting plan for the public open
spaces.

If you have any questions, do not hesitate to call me. Friends of BAREC and
VIVA look forward to a Santa Clara Gardens/BAREC EIR that is accurate
and does not leave anything out. We look forward to working with you.,

Sincerely,

K 4 stm

KathrynMdthewson
Owner, Secret Gardens

Attached: 5 Items (BAREC Birds and Wildlife, Suggested BAREC Programs, SJ Mercury
News article “No Fast Fix for I-280 and 1-880”, BAREC County Supervisor Jim Beall Power
Point Presentation, The Californian, August 2005) and 8 Friends of BAREC Support Letters
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Oaklan., Californiz. 34618
PLANNING DIVISION

MILLS

To: Friends »f BAREL

I am a native Californi:m, a fifth generation Californian on my mother’s side, 1 can still
recall my gra ydmothe s lament about the loss of farmiand in Santa Clara County, Later,
while learnin.; about planning and land use, 1 was struck by the European decision to
allow buildin ; on hilltops to save the farmland. The opportunity to save the Bay Area
Research Ext:nsion Center (BAREC) as a working farm and a place to teach children
about organi¢ food and good nutrition seems like an extraordinarily good idea.

As the Califo nia Supeintendent of Public Instruction, I asked for a garden in every
school. We rianaged ) reach over 3000 schools, but often with very modest gardens. It
did teach our children ‘vhere food came from and made academic subjects come alive,
even a3 it improved sci ool nutrition by giving the children the satisfaction of fresh
produce to ea. Nonetheless, students 00 often do not get to see a working farm. There
is an opporturity to ser working farms in Napa county, Yolo County, Santa Cruz county
and towns lik:: Goleta, -0 name a few, but not in the once premier agricultural county that
is Santa Clars.

Children neec to underutand that food does not come from “the store” and that the rich
agricultural hiritage of America is alive and well today. Lecturing to them is wimpy
when compan d with thiz hands-on, experiential power of seeing and working on a farm.
Here is how t: help our students learn science, math, language and history in a much
more powerfu! way. BAREC could be a living iaboratory. Would that we had set more
acreage aside lecades :1go, but saving BAREC for agricultural education represents a last
chance in this neck of the woods.

There is a lot of tatk of »besity. Focusing on obesity is focusing on a negative behavior.
Focusing on h2althy enjoyment of food and nutrition is a2 much more powerful way to
change behavior than hurping on what is bad. Local governments may get a few more
tax dollars today, but oz ce the Jast farm is gone we will not get it back, and a priceless
resource woul 1 be lost forever. [ wish you the very best in this noble endeavor to save
BAREC for oiir children.

Yours most sincerely.

TN PR
1§ s, . r
AW S By
Delaine Eastin
Professor of E ucation

Mills College



GUADALUPE - COYOTE
RESOURCE CONSERVATION DISTRICT

888 NORTH FIRST STREET RM. 204, SAN JOSE, CA 95112-6314
OFFICE (408) 288-5888  FAX (408) 993-8728 emaii: gered@pacbeli.net

0CT 1 3 2005

July 25, 2005
PLANNING DIVISION

Mr. J. Frank Davidson
State of California, Department of General Services, Real Estate Services

707 West 3™ Street, Suite 6-130
West Sacramento, CA 95605

RE: Guadalupe-Coyote Resource Conservation District’s request to transfer
BAREC’s ownership from the State to a non-profit and desire to annex BAREC

Dear Mr. Davidson:

This week the Guadalupe-Coyote Resource Conservation District Board (GCRCD) met
to discuss the Bay Area Research Extension Center (BAREC) on Winchester Blvd. in
Santa Clara. The Board unanimously voted to:

1. Support keeping BAREC agriculturally zoned and in open space;

2. Annex BAREC into GCRCD;
3. Work with the State of California to determine the ways BAREC’s ownership can

be transferred to a non-profit so it will forever remain as open space and for the
public good. We understand there has already been an offer by VIVA to purchase

BAREC and this should be considered.
4. Create programs and alliances on BAREC that would enhance GCRCD’s Mission

Statement. A copy of our Mission Statement is attached.

The above is extremely important to our agency as it helps us to fulfill our state mandated
Mission Statement. There is no other similar piece of land which has such a rich
agricultural history in Santa Clara County and which could help us more.

Since the State is legally required to first offer BAREC to State governments and districts
and did not and since GCRCD is a State/Regional Agency, the GCRCD’s opinion is that
we legally have the right to request the Department of General Services to halt your
current BAREC plans and offer the site to us. Since the State did not offer BAREC to the
GCRCD, we are requesting that you do so now.

We look forward to working with you regarding this very important historical land.

Sincerely,

2 A2 PR
: U
Lawrence Johmann, President
Guadalupe-Coyote Resource Conservation District
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Tuesday, October 4, 2005

Ms. Mathewson: PLANNING DIVISION

RE: Support of preserving the BAREC 17 acres

As I establish my Hydro Mechanical Obliteration® (H2MO) technology and the public
begins to understand its benefits, I have found others who need and want its unique
benefits and cost savings.

Any single letter of general support is not enough. Therefore, I will take this time to
emphasize the importance of my offer and formally present a solution to the BAREC soil
contamination problems. Since from the 1920’s BAREC has been an agricultural
research center, it cannot help but have an abundance of research chemicals in its soil.
My unconditional and open-ended offer for the BAREC property is:

1. To utilize all or a portion of CAMERONCOLSON™ Inc.’s patented or pending
technologies (including HMO) to assure that the soil contamination problem is
remediated without removing the contaminated soil offsite;

2. I will do this without profit;

3. I'will continue to use these technologies indefinitely to return the BAREC soil to
an abundance of microorganisms and life. This process will return the land to a
self-sustaining productive state for educational purposes without using chemicals
both now and in the future.

It is my desire to also use plants suggested by the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) to remove BAREC’s soil pollutants. The use of HMO will enhance this process
and increase a single workers effort by a minimum of 300%. This will demonstrate a
huge increase in agricultural soil preparation productivity without heavy equipment.

I will leave the other benefits regarding soil health for you to discuss with our elected
leaders, as it is an additional benefit that you understand well. I am certain of your
success in preserving this very special place and am grateful to have had your expert
input on the HMO technology’s uses in enhancing our environment.

Please do not hesitate to ask me to demonstrate this tool to our elected leaders in person
so they can see first hand its potential for a revolution to our nation, cities, and state. At
all levels of government and at greatly reduced costs it will bring quick compliance for
NPDES permits, waste reduction mandates, annual fire prevention requirements,
watershed and air quality protection, and IPM policies.

Let me know as soon as the group receives authority from the State of California then we
can begin our work on BAREC. We can then establish an MOU with your non-profit
organization and deliver the needed equipment.

Very Truly,

Cameron M. Colson

©2005 C AMERONCOLSON™ Inc. 656 Taylor Ave. Sunnyvale, CA 94086 (408) 374.4935



Gloria Sciara

Santa Clara Planning Department
1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Email: planning(@ci.santa-clara.ca.us
October 10, 2005

TO: Santa Clara Planning Department
RE: EIR for 90 North Winchester Blvd, Santa Clara (BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens)

My family has two houses on Dorcich Street adjacent to BAREC and another a block away. I
speak for all of us in this letter. I am a trained landscape architect and work for DeMattei
Construction Company that designs and builds large custom homes. My family loves this
BAREC neighborhood with the wonderful open space and abundant bird and wildlife and fresh
air that comes with the BAREC open space. We moved here because of this open space and
were told by our real estate agent that it would remain in open space forever. Since I am in the
construction profession I know the research that proves that land values increase with open
space. The current research I am thinking about is the research done by UC Santa Cruz Daniel
Press in his book titled Saving Open Space in California. Also, there are polls that show 8 out of
10 people in Santa Clara Valley are concerned about the lack of open space in the Valley.

Your EIR meeting on October 3, 2005 in the middle of the day was at a very inconvenient time
for everyone I know in our BAREC community. You, therefore, should make the BAREC
housing plans you presented for the first time publicly more easily available to the community.
How can the community comment on plans that they have not seen and are difficult to obtain?
For this reason only you should be giving the community more time to comment on them. You
have already taken over two years to write the BAREC EIR and now plan to take another six
months. So why are you rushing us to respond, setting the meeting at an inconvenient time, and
making it difficult for us to review the plans you just released publicly when you announced the
developers over two years ago? I certainly hope this is not a sign that you will try to hide
information in the BAREC EIR and not listen to the community. This has happened many times
in the decision to make BAREC housing and it is my sincere hope that this process will stop.

We believe the first and best choice for the 17-acre BAREC land is in open space to be used as it
has been since the 1850s for the community’s benefit. There is no county park in County
District 4 where BAREC resides. Since this is the densest and most heavily populated District in
Santa Clara County, since we have no large park which is not under noise/air polluted airplane
fly zones or adjacent to freeways, since our schools have no place for environmental education
programs and the county has only one week of environmental education in K-12, since the traffic
problems for our neighborhood streets are already unbearable and unsafe for our children and
seniors, since there are vacancies in the Santa Clara senior housing complexes, and sense
BAREC is considered our most historical agricultural land in Santa Clara Valley, it is clear to us
and most of our neighbors that BAREC should remain in open space.



Following are some areas that concern us if you dare to consider housing on BAREC. When you
study these areas in detail we are sure you will come to the same conclusion as we have: IDENSE
HOUSING AS YOU ARE PLANNING ON BAREC WILL BE A DISASTER FOR THE
REGION AND FOR OUR COMMUNITY.

1.

TRAFFIC: Since San Jose has now dropped the protection for the Winchester and
Stevens Creek intersection, the consequent traffic congestion coming from your
BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens development will force this traffic to take our BAREC
neighborhood streets. What will you do to stop people living in the BAREC/Santa Clara
Gardens housing development from using our neighborhood streets as a shortcut to avoid
the already terrible traffic on Winchester and Stevens Creek? Dorcich Street already has
speed traffic coming down the street and the City does not seem to be concerned about
this. 'We on Dorcich Street are particularly concerned since the entire Santa Clara
Gardens complex can use the smaller second exit with a right turn and most of these
people will turn right onto Dorcich to avoid the Winchester and Stevens Creek
intersection traffic. Since it appears that Summerhill Homes have not located places for
guest parking, since there are minimum guest parking spaces for the Senior Homes high-
rises and since the density in the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens will be at least three times
the neighborhood, what will you do to ensure that the guests and residents liwing at
BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens will never park on our neighborhood streets? How do you
plan to fix the already horrendous #280 and #880 traffic intersection problem if y ou add
more traffic to these intersections? The intersection of Forest and Winchester cannot go
past San Jose’s Level of Service D so no cars can wait more than one signal. I think this
will be most difficult given the two signals back to back, the hundreds of cars coming in
and out of the Santa Clara Gardens particularly at peak hour and holiday times, and the
long time the slow walking seniors need to be given to cross Winchester to get to the
Transit Bus Station at Winchester and Forest. Make sure you study the entire Chr-istmas
season traffic in the community (particularly on week-ends) and on the freeways (week-
ends and the Christmas season) as part of you traffic study. This is absolutely the worst
time of the year for traffic in our community and in the area. The problems must be fixed
BEFORE housing construction begins and the developers should not promise solutions
after you have increased traffic by building the housing first.

SOIL CONTAMINATION: From the 1950s through the 1970s the State flew planes
over BAREC and dropped chemicals onto BAREC and onto the adjacent homes and
gardens. They gave us no advance notice, never told us what they sprayed, and the
smells were terrible. As a result, we believe these chemicals are still in the BARIEC soil
and on all the private land adjacent to BAREC. These chemicals should be rermoved
both on BAREC and on the private land adjacent to BAREC before the State sells the
land to anyone. The community must be informed exactly what chemicals were used on
all research projects throughout BAREC’s agriculture/horticulture research since the
1920s. The State must not try to hide anything. After it is determined exactly what are
the soil contamination problems, the State must clean up the problem they created. Since
the chemicals are in a gas form, they will be found at many levels of the soil and wrill not
only be found in the top foot of the soil. The soil contamination must be remmoved
biologically with processes that include compost, micro-organisms (the abundance of life
in the soil), and plants. Do not think that the neighborhood will allow you to mowve the



top foot or two to another location. By doing this and disturbing the soil with
construction equipment you will place the chemicals in the air when the soil is moved
and the problem will surface again and create even more health problems than we already
have.

. CANCER CLUSTER IN NEIGHBORHOOD: It is important that you research the
huge numbers of our BAREC neighbors who have cancer, have had cancer, or have
passed on with cancer. I currently have a form of cancer and the cost to fight the problem
has been enormous. Given that the State sprayed unknown hazardous chemicals on
BAREC and on our property, the least the State can do is clean up the problem and give
us back the land as permanent open space. If the State does not do this, it may have to
pay an even greater cost...the tremendous health care costs which have been incurred to
our BAREC neighbors and to us.

. SITE PLAN, ARCHITECTURE AND OPEN SPACE: We believe the density of the
Santa Clara Gardens around the development’s edge should coincide with the density in
the surrounding neighborhood. It should have the same rules as the neighborhood. There
should be only one house behind each existing lot and not 2 % as I see in the new
proposed housing plan. Housing open space should be placed around the perimeters to
bring more light into the adjacent neighbor’s gardens/houses and to continue to help
bring the bird and animal life which already exists on the edge of the BAREC neighbors
gardens. There are hundreds of birds that live on BAREC and many that migrate each
winter to BAREC. Some are unique to the area and this should be studied. You should
make sure that the open spaces created are designed and planted so that these birds
remain. Also, in the northeast corner are a few huge Pepper Trees that are the largest I
have ever seen and they should remain especially because Hawks nest in them. We have
been told that the center three-acre park is for the community but the location blocks the
neighborhood from seeing and using it. Why don’t you use the open space so it helps to
increase the neighbor’s light and link open spaces throughout the complex rather than
have housing and streets located in boxes? The site plan is not very creative when it
comes to maximum light for the open spaces and maximum use for the neighborhood.
To retain the history of this most historical place you should use the old historical
buildings somewhere on the property, use the Victorian Farmhouse theme and Water
Tower architectural themes with associated farm details including landscape agricultural
themes for the Santa Clara Gardens development.

. NOISE: The BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens development will place the secondary
exit/entry road directly behind my house. I am not sure how this is going to work
because you haven’t talked about it, as you should, before we can make EIR comxments.
The noise in my quiet garden and back rooms will be terrible let alone the noise if traffic
increases on Dorcich in the front of my house. We will be surrounded on two sides with
traffic. You must make sound studies and tell us how many trips there will be each day
on the new development’s streets. You must do everything you can to reduce the noise
(8 foot sound barrier walls, fountains to mask the sound, plants to attract birds, and wide
plantings especially with big thick leaves). The sound barrier wall should be well into the
development’s property so we do not lose our sun from it.

. SUN REDUCTION: There will be strong shadows created by the senior high-rise and
two story 32 foot houses with only 10 feet between them for all our Dorcich Street homes
particularly in the afternoon. We do not want to lose sun in our gardens where we grow



fruit trees and vegetables. This is the reason the sound barrier wall should be well into
the development’s property and not located on the boundary. A Shadow and Light Study
for all seasons of the year for not only all the perimeter homes but for the 3 acre central
park and the one acre public park should be done. If too much deep shade incurs in any
open space both on the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens development or around on its
perimeter neighbors open space, then the three acre Charity Housing open space should
be placed around the perimeters, the buildings should be moved, their height reduced
(possibly with flat roofs), the density should be reduced and the spacing between the
buildings on the edges should be greater.

We would appreciate it if the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens EIR does not try to hide information
and is accurate and truthful. We believe this information is vital to a final determination of what
is the best resolution for the use of these 17 acres. Remember that the liability consequences to
the City of Santa Clara and the State are at stake. We thank you in advance for your careful
consideration of these issues.

Sincerely yours,

Pat Sunser1

3151 Dorcich Street
San Jose, CA 95117
408-243-5813



Gloria Sciara
Santa Clara Planning Department

1500 Warburton Avenue 0CT18 2005
Santa Clara. CA 95050

Email: planning@eci.santa-clara.ca.us PLANNING DIViISION
October 11, 2005

TO: Santa Clara Planning Department
RE: EIR for 90 North Winchester Blvd, Santa Clara (BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens)

I live adjacent to BAREC. My family loves this BAREC neighborhood with the wonderful open
space and abundant bird and wildlife and fresh air that comes with the BAREC open space. We
moved here because of BAREC and the quiet streets. The Santa Clara Gardens housing
development being proposed will destroy the reasons we moved here. It will destroy the quality
of our lives tremendously by creating much more traffic in the community, less open space, less
light and sun, less fresh breezes, less birds and wildlife. This combination will reduce the value

of our property tremendously.

Because your EIR meeting on October 3, 2005 was at an inconvenient time and because you
have not made the housing plans presented at this meeting easily available to us, you should be
giving us more time to evaluate the plans and their implication to my family and our community.
How can the community comment on plans that they have not seen and are difficult to obtain?
Why are you rushing us to respond in one week when you have taken over two years to write the
BAREC EIR and now will take another six months?

We believe the only choice for the 17-acre BAREC land is in open space to be used as it has
been since the 1850s for the community’s benefit. The California History Center Foundation
considers BAREC so important that they devoted their latest edition of The Californian solely to
BAREC and Lorie Garcia Santa Clara’s historian, has said in front of the Santa Clara History
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Historical Registry”. The EIR should be spending as much time and pages writing about the “No
Development Option™ as it does the development option. There are many ideas for alternatives
to BAREC housign on the website www.savebarec.org. The VIVA (Valley Initiative for Values
in Urban Agriculture and Horticulture) non profit organization has found a donor who will help
them purchase BAREC for an agriculturally zoned price and the Guadalupe Covote Resource
Conservation District says that they want and need BAREC to fulfill their state mandated
mission.

Under California Civil Code 815 it states: “The Legislature finds and declares that the
preservation of land in its natural, scenic, agricultural, historical, forested, or open-space
condition is among the most important environmental assets of California. The Legislature
further finds and declares it to be the public policy and in the public interest of this state to
encourage the voluntary conveyance of conservation easements to qualified nonprofit
organizations.”



Following are some basic premises that determined why it was decided that BAREC become
housing. Please answer these questions: Why do the senior homes around BAREC and in Santa
Clara have vacancies and why then is BAREC needed for senior housing. Why did Santa
Clara’s Mavor. Mahan.say: "In the summer of 2002 our City did a study of where to place
Santa Clara's required housing for the next five years. This study showed that BAREC
was not needed for this required housing." Why did the City suddenly decide to change
its mind and say that BAREC was needed to meet its housing needs? Why did Mayor
Mahan say that the State would sue the City of Santa Clara if the City did not do what the State
wanted? Why did Mayor Mahan say: "If the county will step forward and say we will join
with the City of Santa Clara and purchase some of that [land] or if the City of San Jose
wanted to contribute, it would be marvelous. To have 17 acres reserved as open space
would be magnificent. | do not know that anyone of us sitting here today would argue
that fact." After she said this she was unwilling to work with San Jose Councilmember
Ken Yeager who met with her to discuss how San Jose could help Santa Clara keep
- BAREC in open space. Why did Miayor Miahan say. “We cant withhoid zoning
arbitrarily, unless you want to subject this City to a lawsuit that will bankrupt it...and, it's
just not going to happen, and I'm sorry to say, that's just the reality of it." Jeff Crone, an
employee with the State’s Department of General Services and the staff person in
charge of selling BAREC stated in direct opposition: "The State has never challenged a
ity of ‘& zoning issus.”" Please note that these guotss were taken from the Quiotes

section of www.savebarec.org.

Following are some areas that concern my family and BAREC neighbors about the Santa Clara
Gardens Housing proposal:

1. TRAFFIC: The streets around BAREC each vear have increased traffic from non-
residents. These non-residents speed through our community making the streets unsafe
for our children and seniors. Because we are at the edge of San Jose and Santa Clara the
city police departments do not police our community for traffic violations as they should.
When the traffic problems are increased, how will this problem be addressed? What will
you do to stop people living in the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens housing development
from using our neighborhood streets as a shortcut to avoid the already terrible traffic on
Winchester and Stevens Creek? How will you ensure that the guests and residents living
at the Santa Clara Gardens will not park on our neighborhood streets? Does the State
have plans to fix the nearby regional traffic back-up exit/entrance problems at #280 and
#880 BEFORE (NOT AFTER) the State begins to add more housing and even more
traffic probiems in our community? The entrances and exits as Tar south as Meridian get
jammed up from the Santana Row/Valley Fair on/off ramps. How will you address the
seniors need to walk to the Regional Bus Transit Station, Valley Fair, and Santana Row
across from Santa Clara Gardens? How can get get across these busy streets safely when
they walk so slowly? On Winchester between Forest and Stevens Creek there are too
many signals. Since you arc adding two new major traffic oxits onto this portion of

Winchester, how do you plan to have the traffic flow as required by San Jose’s Level D

Service?



SOIL CONTAMINATION: The chemicals used on BAREC’s agricultural research
still remain in gas form throughout the soil substrata both on BAREC and on our land
adjacent to BAREC. Please list all chemicals used on every BAREC
agriculture/horticulture research project since the 1920s. The State must clean up both
the soil on BAREC and the soil on the land of the adjacent properties. The community
and professionals feel that the best way to clean up the soil is biologically. We do not
want you to take the soil away or to begin construction without such a clean up. We do
not want you to move the existing contaminated soil because this will place the chemicals
again into the air and create even more health problems than the State already has.
CANCER CLUSTER IN NEIGHBORHOOD: Everywhere in the BAREC community
there are people either who have cancer, have had cancer, or have passed on from cancer.
This problem should no longer be hidden. Given that the State sprayed unknown
hazardous chemicals on BAREC and on our property, the least the State can do is clean
up the problem and give us back the land as permanent open space to insure the future
heaith of our community. If the State does not do this, it may have to pay an even greater
cost by paying for the past and current health care costs of our loved ones with cancer
NOISE: How will you stop the noise from outdoor party, music, machines such as
blowers and chain saws that we currently hear only slightly and will hear in abundance
with this new development? How do you plan to reduce this noise and the noise of more
traffic for our quiet neighborhood? You should consider many things such as a required
green belt of plants around the edge (which must be maintained) that will attract birds to
help mute the sounds, fountains so everywhere the water sound removes the sound of
traffic and people.

SUN REDUCTION: You must do Light and Shade Studies. The chain link fence
around the BAREC edge brings light and air and distant views into our gardens that make
our gardens healthier. A solid fence, two story houses, and high rises will reduce light
and air circulation. The light reduction will kill many of the existing plants in our
gardens. Who will pay for a redesign of our back gardens and for the new specimen trees
and plants some of which are over 60 years old?

HISTORY: How do you plan to save the historical buildings on the BAREC property?
How will the architecture and landscape reflect the history of this extremely important
piece of historical property? How will the development’s details be different from all the
other housing in the Valley which looks alike?

‘We wouid appreciate it if the BAKEC/Santa Ciara Gardens EIR does not try to hide information
and is accurate and truthful. We believe this information is vital to a final determination of what
is the best resolution for the use of these 17 acres. Remember that the liability consequences to
the City of Santa Clara and the State are at stake. We thank you in advance for your careful
consideration of these issues.
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Gloria Sciara
Santa Clara Planning Department 0CT1 3 2005
1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clara, CA 95050 PLANNING DIVISION

Email: planning@ci.santa-clara.ca.us
October 11, 2005

TO: Santa Clara Planning Department
RE: EIR for 90 North Winchester Blvd, Santa Clara (BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens)

I live adjacent to BAREC. My family loves this BAREC neighborhood with the wonderful open
space and abundant bird and wildlife and fresh air that comes with the BAREC open space. We
moved here because of BAREC and the quiet streets. The Santa Clara Gardens housing
development being proposed will destroy the reasons we moved here. It will destroy the quality
of our lives tremendously by creating much more traffic in the community, less open space, less
light and sun, less fresh breezes, less birds and wildlife. This combination will reduce the value
of our property tremendously.

Because your EIR meeting on October 3, 2005 was at an inconvenient time and because you
have not made the housing plans presented at this meeting easily available to us, you should be
giving us more time to evaluate the plans and their implication to my family and our community.
How can the community comment on plans that they have not seen and are difficult to ©btain?
Why are you rushing us to respond in one week when you have taken over two years to write the
BAREC EIR and now will take another six months?

We believe the only choice for the 17-acre BAREC land is in open space to be used as it has
been since the 1850s for the community’s benefit. The California History Center Founidation
considers BAREC so important that they devoted their latest edition of The Californian solely to
BAREC and Lorie Garcia, Santa Clara’s historian, has said in front of the Santa Clara History
Commission: “BAREC is so important to Santa Clara that it should be listed on the N ational
Historical Registry”. The EIR should be spending as much time and pages writing about the “No
Development Option” as it does the development option. There are many ideas for alternatives
to BAREC housign on the website www.savebarec.org. The VIVA (Valley Initiative for Values
in Urban Agriculture and Horticulture) non profit organization has found a donor who will help
them purchase BAREC for an agriculturally zoned price and the Guadalupe Coyote Resource
Conservation District says that they want and need BAREC to fulfill their state mandated
mission.

Under California Civil Code 815 it states: “The Legislature finds and declares that the
preservation of land in its natural, scenic, agricultural, historical, forested, or opemn-space
condition is among the most important environmental assets of California. The Legislature
further finds and declares it to be the public policy and in the public interest of this state to
encourage the voluntary conveyance of conservation easements to qualified nomprofit
organizations.”



Following are some basic premises that determined why it was decided that BAREC become
housing. Please answer these questions: Why do the senior homes around BAREC and in Santa
Clara have vacancies and why then is BAREC needed for senior housing. Why did Santa
Clara’s Mayor Mahan say: "In the summer of 2002 our City did a study of where to place
Santa Clara's required housing for the next five years. This study showed that BAREC
was not needed for this required housing." Why did the City suddenly decide to change
its mind and say that BAREC was needed to meet its housing needs? Why did Mayor
Mabhan say that the State would sue the City of Santa Clara if the City did not do what the State
wanted? Why did Mayor Mahan say: "If the county will step forward and say we will join
with the City of Santa Clara and purchase some of that [land] or if the City of San Jose
wanted to contribute, it would be marvelous. To have 17 acres reserved as open space
would be magnificent. | do not know that anyone of us sitting here today would argue
that fact." After she said this she was unwilling to work with San Jose Councilmember
Ken Yeager who met with her to discuss how San Jose could help Santa Clara keep
BAREC in open space. Why did Mayor Mahan say: "We can't withhold zoning
arbitrarily, unless you want to subject this City to a lawsuit that will bankrupt it...and, it's
just not going to happen, and I'm sorry to say, that's just the reality of it." Jeff Crone, an
employee with the State’s Department of General Services and the staff person in
charge of selling BAREC stated in direct opposition: "The State has never challenged a
city on a zoning issue." Please note that these quotes were taken from the Quotes
section of www.savebarec.org.

Following are some areas that concern my family and BAREC neighbors about the Santa Clara
Gardens Housing proposal:

1. TRAFFIC: The streets around BAREC each year have increased traffic from non-
residents. These non-residents speed through our community making the streets unsafe
for our children and seniors. Because we are at the edge of San Jose and Santa Clara the
city police departments do not police our community for traffic violations as they should.
When the traffic problems are increased, how will this problem be addressed? What will
you do to stop people living in the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens housing development
from using our neighborhood streets as a shortcut to avoid the already terrible tratfic on
Winchester and Stevens Creek? How will you ensure that the guests and residents living
at the Santa Clara Gardens will not park on our neighborhood streets? Does the State
have plans to fix the nearby regional traffic back-up exit/entrance problems at #280 and
#880 BEFORE (NOT AFTER) the State begins to add more housing and even more
traffic problems in our community? The entrances and exits as far south as Meridian get
Jjammed up from the Santana Row/Valley Fair on/off ramps. How will you address the
seniors need to walk to the Regional Bus Transit Station, Valley Fair, and Santana Row
across from Santa Clara Gardens? How can get get across these busy streets safely when
they walk so slowly? On Winchester between Forest and Stevens Creek there are too
many signals. Since you are adding two new major traffic exits onto this portion of
Winchester, how do you plan to have the traffic flow as required by San Jose’s Level D
Service?



N

SOIL CONTAMINATION: The chemicals used on BAREC’s agricultural research
still remain in gas form throughout the soil substrata both on BAREC and on our land
adjacent to BAREC. Please list all chemicals used on every BAREC
agriculture/horticulture research project since the 1920s. The State must clean up both
the soil on BAREC and the soil on the land of the adjacent properties. The community
and professionals feel that the best way to clean up the soil is biologically. We do not
want you to take the soil away or to begin construction without such a clean up. We do
not want you to move the existing contaminated soil because this will place the chemicals
again into the air and create even more health problems than the State already has.

3. CANCER CLUSTER IN NEIGHBORHOOD: Everywhere in the BAREC comxmunity
there are people either who have cancer, have had cancer, or have passed on from cancer.
This problem should no longer be hidden. Given that the State sprayed unknown
hazardous chemicals on BAREC and on our property, the least the State can do 1s clean
up the problem and give us back the land as permanent open space to insure the future
health of our community. If the State does not do this, it may have to pay an even greater
cost by paying for the past and current health care costs of our loved ones with cancer

4. NOISE: How will you stop the noise from outdoor party, music, machines such as
blowers and chain saws that we currently hear only slightly and will hear in abundance
with this new development? How do you plan to reduce this noise and the noise of more
traffic for our quiet neighborhood? You should consider many things such as a required
green belt of plants around the edge (which must be maintained) that will attract birds to
help mute the sounds, fountains so everywhere the water sound removes the sound of
traffic and people.

5. SUN REDUCTION: You must do Light and Shade Studies. The chain link fence
around the BAREC edge brings light and air and distant views into our gardens that make
our gardens healthier. A solid fence, two story houses, and high rises will reduce light
and air circulation. The light reduction will kill many of the existing plants in our
gardens. Who will pay for a redesign of our back gardens and for the new specimen trees
and plants some of which are over 60 years old?

6. HISTORY: How do you plan to save the historical buildings on the BAREC property?

How will the architecture and landscape reflect the history of this extremely important

piece of historical property? How will the development’s details be different from all the

other housing in the Valley which looks alike?

We would appreciate it if the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens EIR does not try to hide information
and is accurate and truthful. We believe this information is vital to a final determination of what
is the best resolution for the use of these 17 acres. Remember that the liability consequences to
the City of Santa Clara and the State are at stake. We thank you in advance for your careful
consideration of these issues.

Sincerely yours,
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County of Santa Clara -

Roads and Airports Department
Land Development and. Permits

101" Skypont Drive
San Jose, California 95110-1302
(208) $73-2400 FAX, (408) 441-0275

August 4, 2003

Mr. Kevin Riley

AICP Principal Planner
City of Santa Clara

1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for 90 North Winchester
Development Project

"File PLN2003-03744, PLN
Dear Mz. Riley,

= Your July I8, 2003 letter along with the attachments for the subject project have been reviewed. Qur comments
are as follows:

I. Please include in the EIR the Traffic Impact on the Burbank area which is a County pocket. This should
assess how the proposed project affects the community and the County maintained roads within the

community.

2. Also include the Traffic bmpact on San Tomas Expressway which is sest-of the project.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this project. If you have any questions, please call me
at 573-2464.

ly,

itescu
Project Engineer

Ce: MA, SK; WRL, File-

Board-of-Supervisors: Donald-F Gage; Blsnew Alvarado; Pete MeHughs James T. Besll; Jr,; Lie Kalss- =N
Interim County Executive: Peter Kutras, Jr. -
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SAN _}OSE Departmént of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
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SEP 2 9 2005

Fax Transmittal
City of Santa Clara
To: é’://)n}(, SCI."“”‘( Date: 9{/2‘7/:/05’
. &‘Wﬁk {){’d one? ‘ @)
File# _08 050/l Fax#  (Ho8) 247~ 7857
Re: 1B _Pbl Scopha Mt Ao 90 N theRock
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We are sending you the following material:

Date | # of copies Description

Comments:
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Copies to:

200 East Santa Clara St., 3 FL., San José, CA 95113 tel (408) 535-3555 fax (408) 292-6055
www sanjoseca.gov/planning
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SAN IOSE Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement

STEPHEN M-HAASE, AICP; DIRECTOGR-

CAPITAL OF SILICON VALLEY

September 29, 2605

Gloria Sciara

City of Santa Clara, Planning Division
1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clara, CA 95050

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF EIR PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING FOR THE 90 N. WINCHESTER.

DEVELOPMENT PROJECT (SANTA CLARA GARDENS)(File No. OA05-011)

Dear Ms. Sciara:

The City of San Jose (CSJ) appreciates the opportunity to provide input during the EIR public
scoping process for the proposed project described above. While we have no specific comments
on the proposed scope of work at this time, we do look forward to reviewing the Draft EIR when
it becomes available for review. Please provide-me-with-one hard copy of the complete Draft
EIR, including all technical reports that may be contained in one or more volumes of the
document. Please include your web link to the EIR as well. You may send thie document(s)
directly to my attention, since I will be coordinating with other CSJ departments in the review of

the Draft EIR.

Tharik you again for the opportunity to comment on the proposed scope of work for this project.
If you need to contact me, you may reach me directly at (408) 535-7815. Also, please note that
we have moved and you may find our new address at the bottom of this letter.

Sincerely,

Janis Moore
Planner Il

OA05-011 90 N. Winch EIR Scoping SC Ltr.doc/JAM

200-E. Santa-Clara-St;, San José, CA 95113 161(408) 535-3555 fux (408).292-6035 www sanjoseca.gov/planning/

TOTARL P.B2



RECEIVED

Kirk Vartan (kvartan)

From: Kirk Vartan [kirk@kvartan.com] UC I ’ § 2005
Sent: Friday, October 07, 2005 10:05 PM Ci

To: 'planning@ci.santa-clara.ca.us' ity of Santa Clara
Subject: Comments for EIR input on Santa Clara Gardens/90 N Winchester8R8NINgG Division

To Whom It May Concern,

I have been involved with the former named BAREC site for over two years now and I am very
troubled that the City of Santa Clara is still supporting putting any form of housing on
it. There are so many issues with this, none the least has to do with toxins. A more
pressing need that I think you will find is the need for urban agriculture and growing
food locally. This is not being done and needs to be.

Anyway, I wanted to give my input into the process for inclusion in the EIR that you are
in the process of creating. I am literally a 'stones throw!' away from the property and I
expect my comments to be included and addressed in the report. Here are some of what I
have heard:

1. Is the City aware of the “environmental liabilities” and the “potential liabilities”
of the site? Please explain in detail all known issues and liabilities.

2. Does the City have an Environmental Management System (EMS)? If so, what it is? If
not, why not and when will one be put in place? Please explain in detail.

3. How is the proposed development of the land being integrated into the City’s
evacuation and contingency plans?

4. When was the evacuation considerations documented?

5. Who signed off on the evacuation and contingency plans?

6. How were the evacuation and contingency plans communicated to the public? Please be
specific and give specific examples.

7. Is there an emergency plan? If so, where is it located and when was the current
development plan included in it?

8. Does the City of San Jose collaborate with your group on these disaster planning

matters when deciding Level of Service issues that affect other cities traffic conditions?
If so, please list all members involved and what there role was. If not, why not? Please
be specific. -

9. Is the department familiar with the term “vapor Intrusion?”

a. If yes, what is being done to determine the extent of the problem currently on the
land? Please explain and be specific.

10. Is your group familiar with Radon Gas?

11. Since there are a number of contaminated sites with the City of Santa Clara, what is
being done to assure indoor air quality?

a. For example, what policies and procedures are in place to assure the air quality of
the police department? Please be specific.

b. Is there annual monitoring on of City buildings? If so, please describe the
process, what is done, and the results you have found over the past ten years.

c. Where can I find the documents on this monitoring?

d. Does the City conduct these tests or is it outsourced to another company? If so,

please identify all contractors and describe the qualifications and results of the

findings. Please be specific.
12. Who is the Responsible Agency (or who are they)? Please list all parties.

13. Why is the City of Santa Clara the Lead Agency? Please explain.

14. Who are the experts in this project that are familiar with contaminated soil clean-
up? Please list all personnel, their role, their gqualifications, and all related
experience?

15. What are all the known chemicals on the site? Please list.

16. What was the process used to determine the traffic impacts in the area?
17. Are you taking into account the traffic impacts in San Jose? If so, what streets
are you monitoring? What intersections are you monitoring?

18. Please describe your working relationship with the City of San Jose with regards to
traffic conditions? Also, what meetings have taken place and what were the outcomes?
19. Are you aware that the City of San Jose just declared the intersection of Winchester

Blvd. and Stevens Creek Blvd. a “protected intersection,” allowing traffic flows to fall
1



to or below Level F, meaning that it might take multiple light changes to clear an
intersection? How does this decision impact the traffic reporting you are doing? Please
be specific.

20. How many traffic examinations are you doing? Please list all data points you are
taking into consideration.

21. Why did you perform the most recent traffic study during the week of August 30,
2005, when the local schools were not all in session yet? Please explain.

22. Are you taking any traffic measurements during any holiday season? Please explain.
For example, during the Christmas holiday season, traffic around Valley Fair and Santana
Row is horrific. Please explain how this is being factored into your analysis.

23. Where will the traffic exit the development and in what direction?

24. Where will routine trucks servicing the Senior facility enter and exit the premises?
How will this impact the traffic on Winchester Blvd?

25. How many truck deliveries are expected for the Senior home? Please explain how the
numbers were derived.

26. Where will ambulances and supply trucks enter and locate themselves when servicing
the Senior facility? Please be specific and give example scenarios.

27. How is pollution being monitored today and in this area?

28. When excavating the land, what methods will you use so that the contaminated 5011

does not become airborne? Have you determined what will happen to surrounding homes when
airborne particles are present and land in local communities, in both San Jose and Santa
Clara?

29. What noise level will be present from truck and service vehicles entering and
exiting the Senior facility? Please be specific and give scenarios considered.

30. How many “trips” per day are expected from the Senior facility? Please list all of
your assumptions.

31. How many “trips” per day are expected from the single family homes on the proposed
SummerHill Homes site? Please list all of your assumptions.

32. The Winchester Open Space Committee stated this neighborhood cannot handle more
traffic. Who have you been working with in this organization, what was discussed, and
what actions are taken regarding these meetings, if any?

33. How much additional traffic is expected to divert off of Winchester Blvd and use
Forest Ave. or Dorcich Ave.? Please be specific and state assumptions.

34. Please list all local community groups spoken to regarding this project and what
their opinions are of the traffic impacts.
35. What is the projected impact on air quality as a consequence of vehicle traffic and

the anticipated increase in airplane traffic for the residents who live in the broader
area surrounding BAREC living in both Santa Clara and San Jose - an area not far from the
enlarged San Jose Mineta International Airport?

36. With several senior centers located along Winchester, how will their evacuation be
handled and accommodated in the event of a disaster? Please be specific.

37. What traffic mitigations are planned for the entire area surrounding BAREC that will
keep traffic out of the single family homes and streets adjoining BAREC?

38. What is the projected impact of street side parking of surrounding neighborhoods as
a consequence of the planned high density housing?

39. Has there been an in depth analysis of the adequacy of drainage for the BAREC area

upon the planned increase of dwellings? If one exists, please share with the public. If
not, when will one be created?

40. Have there been previous EIR preliminary reports done on this property for this
project? If so, what happened to them? Please provide a copy of all reports, the
originators of the documents, the supporting data, the traffic information, and the
reasons why they were not used.

41. How many parking spaces will there be for those living in the development?

42. How many guest parking spaces will there be?

43. How will you ensure that no one in the complex will park in neighboring streets?

44, How many trips are expected to exit and enter the development each day? How many of
these will be at peak traffic times?

45. Are you aware that the intersection at Forest and Winchester is not a "protected

intersection" and traffic cannot back up at this intersection more than one light? How
will you ensure that this intersection will remain at level of service D or better?

46. Since you have had two years to study traffic patterns, have you studied the
Thanksgiving through New Years traffic? What impact will the housing have on this time of
year?

47. How will you ensure that the development will not take shortcuts through the
neighborhoods to aveid heavy local intersection traffic?

48, What are your plans for making Winchester safe for the seniors living in the senior
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complex to walk to the Safeway/Longs across the street? What about Santana Row and Valley
Fair? Note that seniors walk very slowly and the current signals are too quick for them
to cross safely.

49. How will you ensure that the fire access road will not divide the one acre public
park in half so the center can be used for play? Note that interlocking pavers are unsafe
for play and suits could take place if children fall while playing on them.

50. How will you ensure that the fire access road will be on the edge of the public park
and not be considered in calculating the required one acre of park?

51. How will you ensure that the large existing trees in the location of the future one
acre park will remain?

52. Since current Senior Homes in the area have vacancies, what plans are there if the
senior housing has many vacancies? Will the vacancies remain open for only seniors?

53. How are you defining seniors? What is the age range for the seniors in the
development?

54. What is the projected impact of all intersections radiating from BAREC, based on the
high density housing and other development planned at the BAREC site vis-a-vis the
previous City of San Jose A-D service standards for intersections? Begin analysis at 1/4
mile radius increments up to a radius of 3 miles. Assess for peak commute times during the
day; morning, noon, and late afternoon and for the peak shopping months, in particular,
the months of November and December. Include traffic impacts on Highway 280 for above
specified times of day and times of the year.

55. The taxpaying public is repeatedly asked to support increased taxes for the
acquisition and maintenance of the surrounding hillsides. With the densification and high
rise construction, the view of those hillsides by the residents of the valley floor is
lost. What compensation is due current residents of the valley floor for this loss of
unimpeded site lines of the hillsides?

56. The public recognizes BAREC's name and associates the issues with the BAREC name and
not your new name of Santa Clara Gardens. How will the public know that you are talking
about BAREC when you have changed its name?

57. To create good will why don't you continue to use the word BAREC until the housing
project begins construction?

58. If BAREC is on the National Historic Registry, what will you do to ensure its
history and historical buildings remain?

59. Have you read the California History Center Foundation's August issue of The
Californian about BAREC's history? How will this information effect the selection of
plants and architectural styles for the development? It posted on the SaveBAREC.org web
site: http://www.savebarec.org

60. What are your plans to save BAREC's two most historical buildings, the office and
equipment building, both of which were built in the early 1900s?

61. What are your plans to save the three donated greenhouses built in 19537

62. Since BAREC has a historical weather station with historical records, what are your
plans to continue this important documentation if development occurs?

63. Where are all of the records located that were produced and stored at BAREC?

64. Since the open spaces are supposed to represent BAREC's history and are for the

public, why don't you connect the open spaces in the plan with a linear park rather than
keep them separate?

65. Have you done summer and winter light and shade studies for the properties adjacent
to BAREC? Please explain as it is critical to the surrounding areas.
66. The gardens on Forest Avenue are very narrow and will lose light from adjacent two

story buildings and the senior high-rise building. Therefore, these residents will no
longer be able to grow fruit trees and vegetables. What will you do to make sure this
does not happen?

67. What are you doing to ensure that the approximately four acres of open space you are
creating will have full sun and not shade?

68. Have you considered having flat roofs so the new buildings will not create as much
shade for the existing homes? Please explain.

69. Dense housing will slow down the north winds from cleaning out the air in the
adjacent homes. What air movement studies have you done to ensure that this does not
happen?

70. How will the selection of plants in the landscape plan reflect BAREC's history which
goes back to the 1850s?

71. How will development affect housing values adjacent to BAREC?

72. What chemicals were used on each BAREC research project since 19207

73. What chemicals were sprayed from the air by the State over BAREC and its adjacent
neighborhood in the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s?

74. Have you studied the cancer cluster adjacent to BAREC?
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75. Why is there such a high rate of cancer for people that live adjacent to BAREC?

76. How will the Seniors in the Senior home be able to walk to the Regional Bus Station
at Forest and Winchester walking at a slow senior pace across Winchester at this busy
intersection without cars backing up more than one traffic light (required by San Jose's
traffic ordinance) with two Forest/Winchester traffic lights back to back on Winchester?

77. What is the private developer housing density and how does it compare to
existing/surrounding housing?

78. What type of air pollution measurements is being done?

79. How is holiday season traffic being affected? How is that being factored into the
noise and air guality analysis? Please be specific.

80. Please explain how the traffic flow will be affected at the four intersections with

traffic lights around the property, specifically: Dorcich/Winchester; Forest/Winchester
(the southern one); Forest/Winchester (the northern one); and Winchester/Stevens Creek.
81l. How fast does traffic typically flow down Winchester? How were these measurements
recorded?
82. What are the traffic patterns around in the area around Valley Fair, Santana Row,
and Winchester (by 90 N. Winchester Avenue) during the seasonal times and holiday/sale
times of the year (e.g., Thanksgiving, Christmas, Valentines Day, President’s Day, 4th of
July, Labor Day, and others)? How does this impact your traffic study? Please explain.
83. Traffic is always being diverted from Winchester to the side streets. How is this
going to be prevented as these roads are narrow and there are a lot of kids in the
neighborhood?
84. How is the chemical analysis being performed? What methods and over what time
period? Will the public and neighbors be at risk from airborne pollutants when this
happens? Will the public be informed when this process is taking place? Is so, how; if
not, why not? Please explain in detail the process so we understand the process.
85. Please explain the soil examination process? How much soil is being looked at? How
deep are the measurements taken? How far apart are the cores made? Are you planning on
looking at adjacent people’s property soil conditions?
86. Have you investigate how this land could be used in a full agricultural environment?
Have you looked at what UC Santa Cruz is doing with its Life Labs and with Agroecology?
Did you know that the UC Santa Cruz farming is not only self sustaining, but it generates
income? Do you know that local stores would be interested in purchasing crops from the
BAREC property if it were able to grow agriculture, saving gas, pollution, and the
environment? All of these sales and benefit would be in the City of Santa Clara and all
tax money would go to the City. Have you looked into how agriculture land is valued and
how it can help a local community, both financially and mentally? O’Connor Hospital is
within walking distance and could be an outlet for the patients and provide therapy.
87. Have you researched how this land as being a “vital resource” to the community?
Please look into how this land could provide local food to the community as well as
education and history.
88. Please explain how you see this land as housing being a "“public service” to the
community. The land is far more valuable to the community as open space and agriculture.
Please do a comparison. This land can also be used as recreation for the community.
Please compare your findings.
89. The safety of the pedestrians, especially seniors, i1s in serious question with the
amount of traffic on Winchester Blvd. How can you protect people that walk slow? What
about the children?
90. What is the justification of having extremely low senior housing in this area? By
definition, these are people with little to no disposable income. Why would you want to
place a extremely low income senior housing facility next to the super high end shopping
malls like Valley Fair and Santana Row? There are no parks to go to within walking
distance other than the small space you are putting right next to their housing. This des
not provide for any exercise and walking is something that seniors need. Please explain
the reasoning for this other than “the land is available.” We all know there are many
other locations in the City of Santa Clara where “land is available.” Please explain.
91. While the general plan allows for this level of housing density, it is way out of
sync with the area. These houses are 2-3 more densely packed than the surrounding area.
They are also 2-4 stories tall, making them very different from existing, mostly single
story houses. Why are you allowing this? Why not change the general plan to allow this
space to be all open or only senior housing? Why pack the space so tightly?
92. Have you considered senior housing that is on a very small footprint but is tall
(e.g., 8-10 floors)? Who would this model work with the designs?
93. Who is doing the EIR?
S4. Is the City of Santa Clara doing the whole scope?
95. Is the City Staff qualified for this type of EIR? Please explain.
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6. What level of education does the Planner have?

97. What are his/her gqualifications?

98. Does the City Staff participate in continuing education? If so, what types and how
often?

99. Does the City perform its own monitoring of contaminated sites? Please describe.

100. If there are other agencies:

101. Who are the other agencies involved? Please list.

102. How were the agencies chosen?

103. What is the estimated cost of this (these) service(s), and where was this
advertised?

104. Was an RFP/RFQ issued?

105. If so, what process was followed in releasing the RFP/REQ? If not, why not?
107. Was a private party contacted outside of standard practice?

108. How long have these agencies/groups been in business?

109. Have they completed any past projects on behalf of the city?

Please contact me via gmpil confirming this note.

Regards,

Kirk Vartan ;
588 N Henry A
Ssan Jose, CA 95117

Help preserve Santa Clara history and agriculture by supporting open space...
http://www.savebarec.org

The New NYC
http://www.lowermanhattan.info/rebuild/new_design plans
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Cpliy of Santa Clarg

Gloria Sciara 'anning Division

Santa Clara Planning Department
1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050

Dear Gloria Sciara:

We are 52 year residents of Dorcich Street and have some concerns regarding the
proposed development of BAREC, 90 North Winchester Avenue. Our main

concern is with traffic. We have already experienced an increase in traffic on Dorcich
Street with the expansion of Valley Fair and the addition of Santana Row. It’s not
difficult to imagine what the addition of high density housing will have on an already
impacted Stevens Creek and Winchester Boulevards. We can foresee Dorcich Street
becoming the preferred route with a subsequent high volume of traffic.

It is also important to us to maintain an open space. The proposed plans show the open
area in the center of the project. If this project does proceed, we would like to see more
open space adjacent to our property line.

Finally, and most importantly, BAREC has been an important part of our city’s history.

It was described as an “historical treasure” in an article published by the California
History Center Foundation at DeAnza College. There are many possibilities to maintain
this area as a unique teaching/research facility including, but not limited to, a Center for
Environmental Studies (in cooperation with Santa Clara University and Mission College).
There has been interest by the Ecological Farming Association which is located in
Watsonville to be based on the BAREC property. Also, The Center for Agroecology and
Sustainable Food Systems, UC Santa Cruz would relocate to BAREC if agriculturally
zoned.

Agriculture played a major role in the development of Santa Clara County. BAREC
offers us a unique opportunity to maintain a small piece of that history for our
grandchildren and generations to come in the future.

Thank you for your consideration in this important issue.

ino and Lucianna Barsanti

3217 Dorcich Street
San Jose, CA 95117
296-1232
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_City of Sania Clara
arrta-oiarer”

Marguerite Lee [mflee@cisco.com]
” Planning Division

From: Marguerite Lee [mflee@cisco.com]
Sent: Monday, October 10, 2005 1:52 PM
To: 'planning @ci.santa-clara.ca.us'

Subject: Comments on the EIR for Santa Clara Gardens/90 N Winchester Blvd., Santa Clara, CA

To Whom It May Concern,

| live a few houses away from the site that is known as BAREC at 90 N. Winchester Bivd. in Santa Clara, CA. | am very
soncerned that the City of Santa Clara is supporting any form of housing on it. There are so many issues with this, not the least of
which has to do with toxins and contaminants.

A more pressing need that | think you will find is the need for urban agriculture and growing food locally. We need to keep what
little agriculture land we have in this area and used it appropriately for agricultural purposes, not for housing. All the agriculture
land is getting moved further away from the urban areas and there is no easy way to get to it any more. With the cost of fuel and
energy rising, the only logical choice is to have urban agriculture in our cities. This type of land use has proven to not only pay for
itself and sustain the land, but also generate income, i.e., a profit. Just take a look at what UC Santa Cruz is doing. | continue to
voice concern about this project and suggest this land be kept 100% agriculture...which it is currently zoned for already.

Here are some comments, questions, and concerns that | would like you to incorporate in your EIR report:

1. How will new development around Santana Row, specifically the parking lot at the corner of Olsen Drive and Winchester,
impact traffic in the area? It is currently a flat space on Winchester, but there is no doubt it will tumn into a developed area with
housing and parking. How are you taking this into consideration?

2. What is the cost of "no project?”

3. What is the cost impact to the City of Santa Clara if nothing is done to the land? Specifically, what is the annual cost for keeping
the land "as is?"

4. What will happen if the Century 21 and Century 22 theaters area developed into housing?

5. How far into the future are your studies looking? For example, is this a one year study with a project timeline of five years? How
are you deriving the numbers? Please give all assumptions and conclusions, not just summaries. Please be specific.

6. How much will the infrastructure upgrades to the land cost the City of Santa Clara initially?
7. How much will the on-going maintenance of the land cost the City of Santa Clara?
8. How much will the on- going maintenance of the infrastructure cost the City of Santa Clara?

9. How many additional City of Santa Clara employees, e.g., additional headcount or fractions of people, will be needed to support
this type of development on this land?

10. How much additional workload for the City of Santa Clara's EMS, fire and police will be needed to support the 165 unit senior
housing complex (typically needing more service than traditional single family homes) as well as the 110 single farmily homes?
How is this being calculated?

11. What fire station will support this property? What is the current staffing at this location?

12. Which police station will support this property? What is the current staffing at this location?

1NJ7/11/0NK
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3. What City of Santa Carla hospital will support this property? What is the closest hospital?

4. What studies are being done on the property to examine the native and potentially endangered wildlife and birds on the
»roperty? On October 9, 2005, two people witnessed a Red Winged Falcon. How will you mitigate any impact?

|5. Many people have also cited seeing white owls which potentially have an endangered status. What research is being done on
his?

|6. What studies are being done on the migratory birds that use the land? Many of the birds are seasonal, some only staying for
wo weeks a year. How is this being addressed? What will happen to these birds? What will the City of Santa Clara do about it?

17. | am extremely worried about the toxins and pollutants on the land. | heard from a neighbor that someone has directly poured
sement into a fuel tank or some hole in the ground. How is this being researched? How will you test all parts of the soil? What is

seing done to test the soil in the surrounding neighborhood?

18. Has any research been done to address the potential cancer cluster around the BAREC land? A neighbor listed at least 8
souses surrounding the property where a person either contracted or died from cancer. Many have since moved from the area so
he number may be much higher than we are aware of. | certainly cannot imagine elderly people and small children living and

sreathing somewhere that is not environmentally safe. | fear that more ilinesses will occur as new families move in. Will the soil
slean up be done organically and safely? How will you guarantee my safety and the safety of the neighbors and community?

Slease enter all these questions in your process and make them part of the official record. Please also confirm that you you
‘eceived this email.

Thank you for your time,

Varguerite Lee

598 N Henry Ave, San Jose, CA 95117 408-525-9910

1N/11MNNNK



ZZg\y of Hearts Delight

Cn[ﬁ%fi}g J}drfmw/%}f for amurtainable conmunity

Gloria Sciara

Santa Clara Planning Department
1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Oct. 7, 2005
To:- Santa Clara Planning Department

RE: EIR for Santa Clara Gardens (BAREC) at 90 North Wmchester
Santa Clara

We are a non-profit corporation dedicated to creating a sustainable future.
I am responsible for the Valley of Heart’s Delight project, which aims to
reconnect people to the sources of their food and strengthen the local
system. As you may well know the name for Santa Clara Valley when
fruit trees dominated it was the Valley of Heart’s Delight. This area was
famous for agriculture as the climate and soil is ideal for growing food.
Now, we have lost most of this premous resource, and with it, our ablhty i
to ensure food secunty for our reglon :

BAREC should be preserved to help our children, teachers, and the public
. learn how to grow their own healthy food, and learn how to renew our

" region’s landscape and soil to a healthy biodiverse state. Because of .

- BARECs history and location it has the potential to bring in non-profit
funding that would be a contribution to the City of Santa Clara. For these
reasons we support keepmg BAREC in 100 percent open space for the
cornmumty .

A project of the Foundation-for Global Community, 222 High Street, Palo Alto, California 94301 ® 650.328.7756



As part of the EIR process, please research how the land can be used for agriculture.
There are many successful models of urban agnculture that are both economically and
socially viable. One great example of comparable size is Fairview Gardens in Goleta,

S CA. (Please see http://www.fairviewgardens.org ) BAREC could too become a shmmg
example of how to provide food on the local level. Indeed, having local food is a
growing trend and something that is becommg hi ghly valued in communities across the
nation. o : :

Addmonally, BAREC should be saved because of its unlque hlstory and because of the
‘huge traffic problems on the nearby freeways and public streets. According to your plans
-you will be placing about three times the density of housing in the neighborhood. One

~ hundred and ten of these will be two stories and then there are the senior apartments with
three. to four stories. This will create deep shade for ex1st1ng nelghbors especially in the
winter when the sun is the lowest. Much of your three-acre open space will also be in
shadow because of the senior building. The current plans also have no relationship to the
~land’s history 'and to the surrou‘nding nei ghborhoo’d. ‘

The State S process to clean up 1ts soils for developers needs to be greatly improved. The
State needs to-be very honest and straightforward and list all the historical chemicals that
have been used for every research project at BAREC since the 1920s. The clean-up
process should be biological and not transporting the top one to two feet somewhere else
Again, there are exciting models of how to do this. We can do it right!

Finally, the BAREC 17 acres are not a good place for seniors to live because the ,
Winchester traffic is too fast with too many traffic j Jams There are plenty of better places
for them and nearby senior homes have many Vacanmes

Thank you for ‘your conmderatlon of these issues.

, Best regards ‘ ) . »
Susan Stansbury - . \ ‘
Project Director



Gloria Sciara

Santa Clara Planning Department
1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Email: planning(@ci.santa-clara.ca.us

October 10, 2005
TO: Santa Clara Planning Department
RE: FIR for 90 North Winchester Blvd, Santa Clara (BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens)

We have lived adjacent to BAREC on Forest Avenue since the 1950s and, therefore, have a great
deal to say about the BAREC property. It is unfortunate that the announcement of your BAREC
EIR meeting was received in our home the Friday before your Monday BAREC EIR meeting.
This is only a 24-hour notice and we believe this is not a legal time notification. The problem
with your short notification is that our neighbors also were not given enough time to organize to
come to the meeting. There was no time to cancel our Monday appointments and, therefore, we
could not attend the meeting. We would appreciate in the future if you give us at least a week
notice from the time we receive it in the mail.

Also, vour 3 p.m. meeting was at a most inconvenient time for most everyone because few
people can get off of work in the middle of a workday. Also, we understand that for the first
time publicly you showed the housing plans for BAREC. How can you possibly have our
community review the plans if we do not have the plans to review? You have not made it easy to
see these plans (they are not on your website, not in the public library, and you do not return our
ficigliboi’s calls 10 see diein). YOu gave Us vily 06 Week 10 iespoid 10 a inectiing aiid plais iliat
were not well organized. Since you will have six months to do this EIR and since you have been
writing an EIR for over two years, we do not see the urgency for us to respond in only one week.

We believe the first and best choice for the 17-acre BAREC land is in open space to be used as it
has heen cince the 1850¢ for the commumity’e henefit  There is no county park in County
District 4 where BAREC resides. Since this is the densest and most heavily populated District in
Santa Clara County, since we have no large park which is not under noise/air polluted airplane
fly zones or adjacent to freeways, since our schools have no place for environmental education
programs and the county has only one week of environmental education in K-12, since the traffic
problems for our neighborhood streets are already unbearable and unsafe for our children and
seniors, since there are vacancies in the Santa Clara senior housing complexes, and sense
BAREC is considered our most historical agricultural land in Santa Clara Valley, it is clear to us

and most of our neighbors that BAREC should remain in open space.

Following are some areas that concern us if you dare to consider housing on BAREC. When you
study these areas m detail we are sure you will come to the same conclusion as we have: DENSE
HOUSING AS YOU ARE PLANNING ON BAREC WILL BE A DISASTER FOR THE
REGION AND FOR OUR COMMUNITY.



1. TRAFFIC: Since San Jose has now dropped the protection for the Winchester and
Stevens Creek intersection, the consequent traffic congestion coming from vour
BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens development will force this traffic to take our BAREC
neighborhood streets. What will you do to stop people living in the BAREC/Santa Clara
Gardens housing development from using our neighborhood streets as a shortcut to avoid
the already terrible traffic on Winchester and Stevens Creek? Since it appears that
Summerhill Homes have not located places for guest parking, since there are minimum
guest parking spaces for the Senior Homes high-rises and since the density in the
BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens will be at least three times the neighborhood, what will vou
do to ensure that the guests and residents living at BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens will
never park on our neighborhood streets? When we asked this question of Summerhill
Homes at a neighborhood meeting they organized they said that the overflow parking
would be on neighborhood streets. How do you plan to fix the already horrendous #280
and #880 traffic intersection problem if you add more traffic to these intersections?
Make suic you study ihe eitiie Chiiistinas seasoii iablic i e Uity {(paiticulaily
on week-ends) and on the freeways (week-ends and the Christmas season) as part of you
traffic study. This is absolutely the worst time of the year for traffic in our community
and in the area. The problems must be fixed BEFORE housing construction begins and
the developers should not promise solutions after you have increased traffic by building
the honging first,

2. SOIL CONTAMINATION: From the 1950s through the 1970s the State flew planes
over BAREC and dropped chemicals onto BAREC and onto the adjacent homes and
gardens. They gave us no advance notice, never told us what they sprayed, and the
smells were terrible. As a result, we believe these chemicals are still in the BAREC soil
and on all the private land adjacent to BAREC. These chemicals should be removed
both on BAREC and on the private land adjacent to BAREC before the State sells the
land to anyone. The community must be informed exactly what chemicals were used on
all research projects throughout BAREC’s agriculture/horticulture research since the
1920s. The State must not try to hide anything. After it is determined exactly what are
the soil contamination problems, the State must clean up the problem they created. Since
the chemicals are m a gas form, they will be Tound at many levels of the soil and will not
only be found in the top foot of the soil. The soil contamination must be removed
biologically with processes that include compost, micro-organisms (the abundance of life
in the soil), and plants. Do not think that the neighborhood will allow you to move the
top foot or two to another location. By doing this and disturbing the soil with
CONSHUCHon Suipindiil you Wil piace e Cheinicals it ing aif Wiheit e soil is inoved
and the problem will surface again and create even more health problems than we already
have.

3. CANCER CLUSTER IN NEIGHBORHOOD: It is important that you research the
huge numbers of our BAREC neighbors who have cancer, have had cancer, or have

nacsed on with cancer. T currently have a form of cancer and the cost to fight the problem

¥

ght the

has been enormous. Given that the State spraved unknown hazardous chemicals on
BAREC and on our property, the least the State can do is clean up the problem and give
us back the land as permanent open space. If the State does not do this, it may have to
pay an even greater cost...the tremendous health care costs which have been incurred to

our BAREC neighbors and to us.



4, NOISE: The BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens development will place the main entry road
directly behind my house. The noise in my quiet garden and back rooms will be terrible
let alone the noise if traffic increases on Forest in the front of my house. We will be
surrounded on two sides with traffic. You must make sound studies and tell us how
many trips there will be each day on the new development’s streets. You must do
everything you can to reduce the noise (8 foot sound barrier walls, fountains to mask the
sound, plants to attract birds, and wide plantings especially with big thick leaves). The
sound barrier wall should be well into the development’s property so we do not lose our
sun from it.

5. SUN REDUCTION: There wiil be strong shadows created by the senior high-rise and
two story 32 foot houses with only 10 feet between them for all our Forest Avenue
homes. The Forest Avenue residents have the least depth and width to our back gardens
of any homes on the BAREC edge and we do not want to lose sun in these small gardens
where we grow fruit trees and vegetables. This is the reason the sound barrier wall
should be well into the developmient’s piopsity aind il Tocaied on the boundaiy. A
Shadow and Light Study for all seasons of the year for not only all the perimeter homes
but for the 3 acre central park and the one acre public park should be done. If too much
deep shade incurs in any open space both on the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens
development or around on its perimeter neighbors open space, then the three acre Charity
Houging onen enace should be nlaced around the perimeters the buildings chould he
moved, their height reduced (possibly with flat roofs), the density should be reduced and
the spacing between the buildings on the edges should be greater. We have been told that
the center three-acre park is for the community but the location blocks the neighborhood
from seeing and using it. Why don’t you use the open space so it helps to increase the
neighbor’s light and link open spaces throughout the complex rather than have housing
and streets located in boxes? The site plan is not very creative when it comes to
maximum light for the open spaces and maximum use for the neighborhood.

We would appreciate it if the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens EIR does not try to hide information
and is accurate and truthful. We believe this information is vital to a final determination of what
1s the best resolution for the use of these 17 acres. Remember that the hability consequences to
the City of Santa Clara and the State are at stake. We thank you in advance for your careful
consideration of these issues.

Sincerely vours,

Bill and Palma Christman
2534 Forest Avenue
San Jose, CA 95117
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Oct. 11 20885 05:81PM P1

GUADAL. UPE - COYOTE .
RESOURCE € ONSERVATION DISTR 1ICT

488 NORTH FIRST STREE" RM. 204, SAN JOSE, CAG5112.6314
OFFICE {409)-288.5888 £AX (40B) H93-8/28 email: gerca @ pachsitn

= Gloria Sciara Oct. 11,2003 P\EGE\\, ED

Santa Clara Planning Department

1500 Warburton SENT BY FAX

Santa Clara CA oCt 11 ?_“QS

RE: The Gardens at 90 N. Winchester, Santa Clara L ofSa na C‘;\S‘AO\'?
Ciianing DM

Dear Ms. Sciara:

The Guadalupe-Coyote Resource Conservation District submits the foltowing comments.
on The Gardens.

Conservation Districts originated as Special Districts under the California Department of
Risource Conservation. Our mandating document is Division 9 of the Public Resources
Code. This document defines the State tramecwork for conducting the busincss of
resource conservation within Catiforniz. Soit conservation was the driving force that first
established nationwide Soil Conservation Districts: later expanding to become Resource
Conservation Districts. Prior to this nationwide fegistation; sky-blackening dust-clouds,

loss of soil, floads and increasing eroston werc mounting concerns in the 1930’s.

In keeping with this tradition of soil conservation and with our Mission Statement on
promoting sustainable agriculture and promotion of pesticide reduction, we believe those
17 acres-of prime agricultural land now called the Gardens should be kept in agriculture,
agricultural rescarch, and soil and plant education. All those components necd to become
a part of cormymumity information and learning at all levels and for all citizens. We nced to
coptinue with the historic use of agricultural research and expand it; fitting the needs of
our time and those of the future. With those-17 aeres the Gardens could become & focal
point of soil and plant cducation within the region leading towards a future of
sustainability.

Our district is very interested in using the property for our agricultural and soil education.
The USDA’s National Public Schoels Wellness Program will start in 2006. This would
be-the ideal place to conducl that program. We understand there are many non profits
needing a focal point for research and education in agricultural, soil and plant studies.

How much have you researched the no project alternative? Non profits have many
educational needs in this particular field. Please do not overlook the importance of this
altemative. Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Johmann
President
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Gloria Sciara,
Santa Clara Hlanning Department :
1500 Warburjon Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050 E
Emait:| planmmg@c.santa-clata.ca.us
Octobér Tf, J005 -
T('): Sfamx:a ('Jera Planning Department
hE: EﬁR for 90 North Winchester Blvd, Santa Clara (BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens) ] }
, @ » %
Thive ﬁ;ﬁ:zrt to BAREC. My family loves this BAREC neighborhood with the wonderfu open
space ‘gbjmdant bird and wildlife and fresh-air that comes with-the BAREC open spacd- We-
moved here |because of BAREC and the quiet streets. The Santa Clara Gerdens hdusing
develapment being proposed will destroy the reasons we moved here. It will destroy the quality T
of our|lives emendously by creating inuch more traffic in the community, less open spacs 3
Jight apd 'swi Jess fresh breezes, less birds and wildlife. This combination will reduce thejvatae |
of ourjpropetty tremendously. .

Beceupe your EIR meeting on- October. 3, 2005 was-at an inconvenient time and because
have rjot magi the housing plans presented at this meeting easily available to us, you shopld be
fgiving;us*mantimamevﬂuatethep}msand—thcirﬁnp’dcaﬁtmtomy‘f&mﬂy and our comaumty-
~ How dan thd community comment on plans that they have not seen and are difficult to obtain?
;Wh‘{gx“e you rushing us to respond in one week when you have taken over two years to wrjte the
'BAREIC EIRjand now will take another six months? ‘ -

‘We b he only choice for the 17-acre BAREC land is in open space to be used aslit has
' he 1850s for the community’s benefit. The California History Center I-'ox;tf:ltion :
EC so important that they devoted their latest edition- of The Califorpian sojely to
‘ Lorie Garcia, Santa Clara’s historian, has said in front of the Santa Clara History
.Commngissiony” “BAREC is so- important to- Santa- Clara that it should be- listed-on-the Nati
Historical R¢gistry”. The EIR should be spending as much time and pages writing about t

S Develppmenrfi Option™ as it does the development option. There are many ideas for al
i ‘1o BAREC Housign on the website www.savebarec.ofg. The VIVA (Valley Initiative for

ieve

'in Urhan Agriculture and Horticulture) non profit organization has found a donor who wi

‘them purc BAREC for an agriculturally zoned price and the Guadalupe Coyote Repource

::Consir:atio District says that they want and need BAREC to fulfill their state mapdated
mission. |-

Homiz- Civit Code 815 it states: “The Legislature finds- and- decleres- tHat the
.preservation| of land in its natural, scenic, agricultural, historical, forested, or operyspace
.condition is| among the most important environmental assets of California. The Legiptature
further findq and declares it to be the public policy and in the public interest of this sgate to
‘encourage he voluntary conveyance of conservation easements to qualified no::mﬁt' t




oCcCT—-11-85 11

1

16 PM SECRET GARDEN 1488 292 9166 | g = 4

1
i

. | .

gIFollovb'ng’ afe some basic premises that determined why it was decided that BAREC b4
housirig. Please answer these questions: Why do the senior homes around BAREC and in|Santa
Clara have yacancies and why then is BAREC needed for senior housing. Why did [Santa
‘Clara’s Maypr Mahan say: "In-the-summer of 2002 our City did a study-of where-to place
Santa Clarg's required housing for the next five years. This study showed that BAREC

wais ot megded for this required housing* Why dic theCity suddenly decide to cllange- -

‘its mihd and say that BAREC was neaded to meet its housing needs? Why did Mayor
Mahan say that the State would sue the City of Santa Clara if the City did not do what thy State-
‘wantei? WHy did Mayor Mahan say: "If the county will step forward and say we wiil join
with the City of Santa Clara and purchase some of that [land] or if the City of SanjJose
wanted to contribute, it would be marvelous. To have 17 acres reserved as apen gpace
would be magnificent. | do not know that anyone of us sitting here today would §

that fact.” After she-said-this-she-was unwilling to-work with- San Jose-Councilmgmber .
'Ken Yeagel who met with her to discuss how San Jose could help Santa Clarajkeep
open space. Why did Mayor Mahan say.: “We cant withhold- zpning
nless you want to subject this City to a lawsuit that will bankrupt it...and.
g to happen, and I'nv sorry to say, that's just the reality of it.” Jeff Crorje, an
ith the State’s Department of General Services and the staff perspn in

‘charge of sbiling BAREC stated in direct opposition: "The State has never challenged a
city.on & zpning issue." Please note that these quotes were taken from the Quotes
:gectign of .savebarec.org.

{
1.!‘15 AFFIC: The streets around BAREC each year have increased traffic fro

| residents. ‘These non-residents speed through our community making the streets
for olir children and seniors. Because we are at the edge of San Jose and Santa Cl
dolice departments do not police our community for traffic violations as they s
i Wheh the traffic problems are increased, how will this problem be addressed? Whg
to stop people- living-in-the- BAREC/Santa- Clara- Gardens- housing develgpm
from| using our neighborhood strects as a shortcut to avoid the already terrible trafhi
Windhester and Stevens Creek? How wilt you ensure that the guests and residentsfliving:
at the Santa Clara Gardens will not park on our neighborhood streets? Does th
have|plans to fix the nearby regional traffic back-up exitventrance problems at #2:
BEFORE (NOT AFTER) the State begins to add more housing and ever{ more
: problems in our community? The entrances and exits as far south as Meridjan ger
iamrbed up from the Santana Row/Valley Fair on/off ramps. How will you addrgss the
idrs need to walk to the Regional Bus Transit Station, Valley Fair, and Santanp Row

, they |walk so slowly? On Winchester between Forest and Stevens Creek there

Servjce?

! across from Santa Clara Gardens? How-can-get get across these busy-streets-safely when. |

| many signals. Since you are adding two new major traffic exits onto this porfion-of
¢hester, how do you plan to have the traffic flow as rquircd by San Jose's b;vel D g



el e v e e e Sl

OoCT—~11-85 11:16

1

o

i
1
!
I
i
|
|
;

agric
the s

want

g there
T.h_'ts
hes

‘cost
4. NOI

 help
| traffi
5.1 SUN
arou

Méﬂ) o

)@éf{t)arm fewy Ave
. CAGsy

2. | SOI, CONTAMINATION: The chemicals used on BAREC's agricultural resgarch

and pfofessionals feel that the best way to clean up the soil is biologically. We

_ not want you to move the existing contaminated soil because this will p\ace‘thq che
i againlinto the:air and create even more health problems than the State already has. _
3. |CANUCER CLUSTER IN NEIGHBORHOOD: Everywhere in the BAREC commjunity

up, thf problem and give us back the land-as-permanent: open space- to-insure the-
% of our community. If the State does not do this, it may have 10 pay an even

L

blowgrs and chain saws that we currently hear only slightly and will hear in abu

with this new development? How do you plan to reduce this noise and the noise off more
traffi¢ for our quiet neighborhcod? You should consider many things such as a required . -
greent belt of plants afound the edge (which must be maintained) that will attract bfrds to .

lvou'r ardens healthier. A solid fence, two story houses, and high rises will reduc _lx'ghi

PM SECRET LARUEN 19008 LYWL YPibo .o

main in gas form throughout the soil substrata both on BAREC and on our} land
to BAREC.  Please list all chemicals used on. every BAREC
Iture/horticulture research. project since the 1920s. The State must clean u

:I on BAREC and the soil on the land of the adjacent propefties: The

ou to take the soil away or to begin construction without such & cleanup:

¢ people either who have cancer, have had cancer, or have passed on from cgncer: g
problem should no- lenger be hidden. Given that the State sprayed unkpown |°
ous chemicals on BAREC and on our property, the least the State can do isfclean
uiure. |

y paying for the past and current health care costs of our foved ones with ca ;
E: How will you stop the noise from outdoor party, music, machines sych as |

nute the sounds, fountains so everywhere the water sound removes the soynd of '
C and people: ; 1
REDUCTION: You must do Light and Shade Studies. The chain link | fence
d the BAREC edge brings light and air and distant views into our gardens tha§ make:

i o e o it o e s

and fir circulation. The light reduction will kill many of the existing plants In our”
| gar Who will pay for a redesign of our back gardens and for the new specimep trees
and glants some of which are over 60 years old? '

6. HISTORY: How do you plar- to save the historical-buildings on the BAREC. rty?
How! will the architecture and landscape reflect the history of this extremely imgonant k
piecd-of historical property? How will the-development’s detatls be-different from pll the |

| othet housing in the Valley which looks alike? N

! B
g | U T
' We wpuld appreciate it if the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens EIR does not try to hide inforgation -
1and is acc! and truthful. We believe this information is vital to a final determination of what f
'is the best r¢solution for the use of these 17 acres. Remember that the liability consequegces to
Ethe-City of Banta Clare and the State are at steke. We thank you in advance for your gareful |
 considlerati of these issues, ?
‘ Sincetely yqurs, |
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Gloria Sciara October 10, 2005
Santa Clara Planning Department

1500 Warburton

Santa Clara CA 95050

Comments on: The Gardens at 90 N. Winchester Santa Clara

I believe that the current plan for the Gardens at 90 N. Winchester Blvd. in Santa
Clara should be rejected. The loss of the prime agricultural land and open space is a
significant impact that has not been mitigated. Alternative plans to eliminate this
significant impact and preserve the agricultural lands have not been made.

The days of the Valley of Hearts Delight with miles and miles of a near
monoculture of prune and apricot orchards is over. The increasing demand for locally
cultivated produce is upon us today in the heart of Silicon Valley. Critical in this change
is the move away from very large production of a few low priced stone fruits to satisfy
wholesale markets around the world. Today in the Bay Area the trend is toward
heirloom/specialty row crops grown in smaller fields serving a more diverse population
with diverse culinary needs.

This site can serve these produce needs. Farmers markets are booming with
people demanding local heirloom or specialty produce. The new Kaiser Hospital in Santa
Clara and other Kaiser Hospitals in Redwood City and South San Francisco now have
farmers markets to encourage healthy diets. Most of the sellers of produce at farmers
markets need only a few of acres of land to supply a weekly trip to a market. Larger
farms can produce enough for trips to several farmers markets weekly. The Sunday
Farmers Market at Santana Row, less than a %% mile away, could be one of many local
farmers markets for vegetables produced at the 17acre site to sell.

Several groups have expressed interest in continuing to grow produce at the site.
The Center for Agroecology at UC Santa Cruz is considering utilizing the site. Rather
than using the site as a community garden the site could divided and leased to small
farmers who could help serve the diverse produce needs of the area. The site could
become a training ground for young people interested in farming who could start out with
an acre of land at the site, some guidance, and a booth at a farmers market and grow with
the organic/heirloom/local grown produce business. Please reject the current proposal
and work toward not only preserving agricultural land, but also making the site an
important agricultural production site for fresh local produce going to farmers markets.

Thank you for considering my comments

MW RECE:VED

1275 Heatherstone Way
Sunnyvale, CA 94087 0c I/%" 2005

City of Santa ¢
lanning ths:grrza



Gloria Sciara
Santa Clara Planning Department 0CT 13 2005

1500 Warburton Avenue PLANNING DIVISION

Santa Clara, CA 95050
Email: planning@ci.santa-clara.ca.us

October 11, 2005
TO: Santa Clara Planning Department
RE: EIR for 90 North Winchester Blvd, Santa Clara (BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens)

1 live adjacent to BAREC. My family loves this BAREC neighborhood with the wonderful open
space and abundant bird and wildlife and fresh air that comes with the BAREC open space. We
moved here because of BAREC and the quiet streets. The Santa Clara Gardens housing
development being proposed will destroy the reasons we moved here. It will destroy the quality
of our lives tremendously by creating much more traffic in the community, less open space, less
light and sun, less fresh breezes, less birds and wildlife. This combination will reduce the value
of our property tremendously.

Because your EIR meeting on October 3, 2005 was at an inconvenient time and because you
have not made the housing plans presented at this meeting easily available to us, you should be
giving us more time to evaluate the plans and their implication to my family and our community.
How can the community comment on plans that they have not seen and are difficult to obtain?
Why are you rushing us to respond in one week when you have taken over two years to write the
BAREC EIR and now will take another six months?

We believe the only choice for the 17-acre BAREC land is in open space to be used as it has
been since the 1850s for the community’s benefit. The California History Center Foundation
considers BAREC so important that they devoted their latest edition of The Californian solely to
BAREC and Lorie Garcia, Santa Clara’s historian, has said in front of the Santa Clara History
Commission: “BAREC is so important to Santa Clara that it should be listed on the National
Historical Registry”. The EIR should be spending as much time and pages writing about the “No
Development Option” as it does the development option. There are many ideas for alternatives
to BAREC housign on the website www.savebarec.org. The VIVA (Valley Initiative for Values
in Urban Agriculture and Horticulture) non profit organization has found a donor who will help
them purchase BAREC for an agriculturally zoned price and the Guadalupe Coyote Resource
Conservation District says that they want and need BAREC to fulfill their state mandated
mission.

Under California Civil Code 815 it states: “The Legislature finds and declares that the
preservation of land in its natural, scenic, agricultural, historical, forested, or open-space
condition is among the most important environmental assets of California. The Legislature
further finds and declares it to be the public policy and in the public interest of this state to
encourage the voluntary conveyance of conservation easements to qualified nonprofit
organizations.”



Following are some basic premises that determined why it was decided that BAREC become
housing. Please answer these questions: Why do the senior homes around BAREC and in Santa
Clara have vacancies and why then is BAREC needed for senior housing. Why did Santa
Clara’s Mayor Mahan say: "In the summer of 2002 our City did a study of where to place
Santa Clara's required housing for the next five years. This study showed that BAREC
was not needed for this required housing." Why did the City suddenly decide to change
its mind and say that BAREC was needed to meet its housing needs? Why did Mayor
Mabhan say that the State would sue the City of Santa Clara if the City did not do what the State
wanted? Why did Mayor Mahan say: "If the county will step forward and say we will join
with the City of Santa Clara and purchase some of that [land] or if the City of San Jose
wanted to contribute, it would be marvelous. To have 17 acres reserved as open space
would be magnificent. | do not know that anyone of us sitting here today would argue
that fact." After she said this she was unwilling to work with San Jose Councilmember
Ken Yeager who met with her to discuss how San Jose could help Santa Clara keep
BAREC in open space. Why did Mayor Mahan say: "We can't withhold zoning
arbitrarily, unless you want to subject this City to a lawsuit that will bankrupt it..and, it's
just not going to happen, and I'm sorry to say, that's just the reality of it." Jeff Crone, an
employee with the State’s Department of General Services and the staff person in
charge of selling BAREC stated in direct opposition: "The State has never challenged a
city on a zoning issue." Please note that these quotes were taken from the Quotes
section of www.savebarec.org.

Following are some areas that concern my family and BAREC neighbors about the Santa Clara
Gardens Housing proposal:

1. TRAFFIC: The streets around BAREC each year have increased traffic from non-
residents. These non-residents speed through our community making the streets unsafe
for our children and seniors. Because we are at the edge of San Jose and Santa Clara the
city police departments do not police our community for traffic violations as they should.
When the traffic problems are increased, how will this problem be addressed? What will
you do to stop people living in the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens housing development
from using our neighborhood streets as a shortcut to avoid the already terrible traffic on
Winchester and Stevens Creek? How will you ensure that the guests and residents living
at the Santa Clara Gardens will not park on our neighborhood streets? Does the State
have plans to fix the nearby regional traffic back-up exit/entrance problems at #280 and
#880 BEFORE (NOT AFTER) the State begins to add more housing and even more
traffic problems in our community? The entrances and exits as far south as Meridian get
jammed up from the Santana Row/Valley Fair on/off ramps. How will you address the
seniors need to walk to the Regional Bus Transit Station, Valley Fair, and Santana Row
across from Santa Clara Gardens? How can get get across these busy streets safely when
they walk so slowly? On Winchester between Forest and Stevens Creek there are too
many signals. Since you are adding two new major traffic exits onto this portion of
Winchester, how do you plan to have the traffic flow as required by San Jose’s Level D
Service?



o

SOIL CONTAMINATION: The chemicals used on BAREC’s agricultural research
still remain in gas form throughout the soil substrata both on BAREC and on our land
adjacent to BAREC. Please list all chemicals used on every BAREC
agriculture/horticulture research project since the 1920s. The State must clean up both
the soil on BAREC and the soil on the land of the adjacent properties. The community
and professionals feel that the best way to clean up the soil is biologically. We do not
want you to take the soil away or to begin construction without such a clean up. We do
not want you to move the existing contaminated soil because this will place the chemicals
again into the air and create even more health problems than the State already has.

3. CANCER CLUSTER IN NEIGHBORHOOD: Everywhere in the BAREC community
there are people either who have cancer, have had cancer, or have passed on from cancer.
This problem should no longer be hidden. Given that the State sprayed unknown
hazardous chemicals on BAREC and on our property, the least the State can do is clean
up the problem and give us back the land as permanent open space to insure the future
health of our community. If the State does not do this, it may have to pay an even greater
cost by paying for the past and current health care costs of our loved ones with cancer

4, NOISE: How will you stop the noise from outdoor party, music, machines such as
blowers and chain saws that we currently hear only slightly and will hear in abundance
with this new development? How do you plan to reduce this noise and the noise of more
traffic for our quiet neighborhood? You should consider many things such as a required
green belt of plants around the edge (which must be maintained) that will attract birds to
help mute the sounds, fountains so everywhere the water sound removes the sound of
traffic and people.

5. SUN REDUCTION: You must do Light and Shade Studies. The chain link fence
around the BAREC edge brings light and air and distant views into our gardens that make
our gardens healthier. A solid fence, two story houses, and high rises will reduce light
and air circulation. The light reduction will kill many of the existing plants in our
gardens. Who will pay for a redesign of our back gardens and for the new specimen trees
and plants some of which are over 60 years old?

6. HISTORY: How do you plan to save the historical buildings on the BAREC property?

How will the architecture and landscape reflect the history of this extremely important

piece of historical property? How will the development’s details be different from all the

other housing in the Valley which looks alike?

We would appreciate it if the BAREC/Santa Clara Gardens EIR does not try to hide information
and is accurate and truthful. We believe this information is vital to a final determination of what
is the best resolution for the use of these 17 acres. Remember that the liability consequences to
the City of Santa Clara and the State are at stake. We thank you in advance for your careful
consideration of these issues.

Sincerely yours,
77 (GRS
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